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From engineer to section hand, 
Erie Railroaders have one motto 
—‘*The freight must go through 


39 


on time. 
For faster service, specify 
**via Erie.”’ 
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This issue of THE TRAFFIC WORLD consists of two parts 
of which this is part I. Part II is the semi-annual index. 
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Ss vs. W ASS 


It IS three weeks or less from coast 
to coast via the Canal; it WAS 
three months or more around 

the Horn. 


aE 


The service today 
IS as dependable as 
steam; it WAS as 
uncertain as the wind. 


Trained through eight decades of 
this progress from WAS to IS, 
American - Hawaiian knows the 
answers; which means, in 
other words, that you 
can ship when you 

are ready. 
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Freight Crossroads— 
Peoria 


PEORIA ZPEKIN 
UNION 
RY 





Rails help shippers make quick deliveries 
in all parts of the country by providing fast 
transportation. To hold that advantage for 
shippers at the dividing line between eastern 
and western roads the P. & P. U. Ry. at Peoria 
provides fast interchange. 


Every corner of the country is served by 
Peoria’s fourteen trunk lines. If your custom- 
ers are demanding quick delivery, as most 
customers nowadays are, route shipments 
across country 


Via 
P. & P. Uw. Ry. 


and Peoria, Illinois 
(The Gateway City) 


The P. & P. U. is built, organized, and 
equipped for fast interchange—to shippers it 
is a big help. 





For information write 


E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager 


Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 


PEORIA ax» PEKIN UNION 
RAILWAY COMPANY 


Switching Service Between: 
Peoria & Pekin Union Ry. Iliinols Central R. R. 
— R, -— a Illinols Terminal R. R. Co. 
son, Topeka an e Hy. Inland Waterways Corp. 
Chieage & Nerth Western Ry. Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R. 


Chie & illinois Midiand Ry. 
Gian, Burlington & Quincey R. R. New York, Chieago & St. Louls R. R. 
Chieago, Rock Island & Paelfie Ry. Pennsylvania R. R. 
Cleve., Cin., Chicago & St. Louis Ry. Peoria Terminal R. R. 
(Peoria & Eastern) Toledo, Peorla & Western R. R. 
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Are you thinking of putting 
A BRANCH PLANT 
ON THE PACIFIC COAST? 


If you are, 








please read these 


three important facts: 


OHYal 


| SIXTY PER CENT of the people in the eleven western 


states live in California, Oregon, Arizona and Nevada. 


> 
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2 In these four states there are 198 cities and towns of 


more than 2,500 population served by rail. 


3 Southern Pacific serves 178 or 89.9% DIRECTLY 
and 90 or 45.5% EXCLUSIVELY. 


Since the majority of your western customers are located 
on Southern Pacific rails, is it not logical to locate your 


plant on Southern Pacific, too? 


Your nearest Southern Pacific representative will be glad 


to discuss Pacific Coast and Southwest industrial sites 





suitable for your needs. 





Southern Pacific 


The West's Greatest Transportation System 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





PASSENGER FARES 


SN’T Commissioner Porter a bit illogical in his in- 
sistence that eastern passenger fares in coaches 
should not be increased? First, he insists that the rail- 
roads, for the sake of their own prosperity, should not 
be permitted to increase fares in the face of severe com- 
petition and decline in business, and then he says the 
Commission owes a duty to the public, and, hence, he 
must dissent from the majority decision. 

Protecting the railroads from themselves is one 
thing. The Commission up to this time has substituted 
its judgment for that of railroad traffic men in deciding 
the question as to which method would mean the most 
money for them. Protecting the public from exorbitant 





charges is quite another thing. If the public doesn’t 
like the increase, it, of course, has the option of patron- 
izing the competitors of which Commissioner Porter 
speaks. If the Commission thinks the charges too high, 
from the point of view of the public interest, it, of 
course, should not permit them. But, if it is merely 
thinking of the welfare of the railroads, it would do 
well, as it is now doing, to let men trained in the busi- 
ness run it themselves. 


RAILROAD ECONOMIES 


OW difficult it is for the railroads to bring them- 
selves to any plan for group economies and how 
futile the Association of American Railroads is in this 
respect is illustrated by the indefinite suspension of the 
“average per diem plan’ (see Traffic World, July 2, p. 
29). This plan of settlement for the use of box cars was 
put into effect May 1, 1935, as a substitute for the East- 
man car pooling plan and was widely acclaimed by 
railroad men as the real cure for a situation for which 
Mr. Eastman had proposed a foolish and unworkable 
remedy. Notwithstanding the fact that figures sub- 
mitted by W. C. Kendall, chairman of the car service 
division of the A. A. R., showed that in 1935 and 1936 
the plan had resulted in a saving of $34,290,270, it was 
suspended by action of the board of directors of the 
A. A. R., June 25, 1937, until December 31, 1937 
(though public announcement was not made), after 
objections to it by western railroads, which took the 
position that it should not be applied in times of tight 
car supply. December 30 it was again suspended for 
another six months and now it is indefinitely suspended, 
because its continuation “was opposed by carriers op- 
erating in the west.” 


We do not pretend to be able to judge whether 
this per diem plan was good or not, though the figures 
would seem to indicate that it was, at least from the 
point of view of money saved. It was the railroads them- . 
selves who proclaimed it as effective, not only before it 
was put into operation but after it began to work and 
financial results became known. More than one railroad 
operating man has told us that it was the real answer 
to what Mr. Eastman, who knew nothing about the 
subject and had few practical ideas, was trying to do. 
And now it is abandoned because some of the railroads 
do not like it. 
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Considering the railroads as a whole, it is either a 
bad plan or a good one. If, from that point of view, 
it is bad, then that fact should be shown. If it is good, 
why abandon it because some of the roads do not like 
it? Could anything be done that everyone would like? 
What is the A. A. R. for and what is it accomplish- 
ing? We have asked that question before without sat- 
isfactory reply. 

Comparatively speaking, the savings from the op- 
eration of the per diem plan may be considered unim- 
portant—though to our mind over thirty-four million 
dollars in a year and a half can hardly be called incon- 
sequential—but the point is that it was a saving. Can’t 
the railroads see that they must do something to help 
themselves and that ignoring or abandoning oppor- 
tunities of this sort not only contributes to loss of rev- 
enue but to loss of confidence in their ability and their 
appreciation of their own plight? Their present fight 
for lower wages stands out like a sore thumb, but one 
may be excused for fearing that they will not go 
through with it. 

Is this “sniping” at the railroads? It is shooting at 
them—though not “from ambush,” which part of the 
definition of the word our critics have overlooked—but 
it is shooting at them, we hope, for their own good. We 
want them to wake up and do something. 

They appear to be throwing away in this action 
something over twenty million dollars a year. Accord- 
ing to President Sargent, of the Chicago and North 
Western, they are paying something like $140,000,000 
a year for labor not performed, but have made no move 
to reform the agreements under which this graft is 
collected. They could save several million dollars a year 
by reforming their free transportation practices. There 
are opportunities without limit for saving in consolida- 
tions and pooling arrangements, even though it be ad- 
mitted that ideas as to benefits from this source are 
exaggerated. But there is no action looking toward the 
accomplishment of any of these things—only appeals 
for relief from unfair tactics by others and the one last- 
minute effort to reduce wage scales. When Congress 
meets again next year and they ask for relief, or relief 
is asked for them, what account will the railroads be 
able to give of their efforts in their own behalf? 


FATE OF AVERAGE PER DIEM 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Indefinite suspension by the board of directors of the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads of the average per diem plan 
(see Traffic World, July 2, p. 29), is taken by some as meaning 
the death of what was adopted by the railroads, with acclaim, 
as a substitute for the car pooling plan proposed by Coordinator 
Eastman, in May, 1935. The plan is sometimes referred to as 
the “frozen per diem” plan because its foundation is the adop- 
tion of a figure representing the average detention of cars 
owned by railroad A by railroad B, without definite provision 
for a revision of the average first adopted or prescribed. 

That the postponement ordered by the board of directors 
means its death is denied by W. C. Kendall, in charge of car 
service matters for the association, the man who deals directly 
with the problem of keeping cars moving from foreign to own- 
ing roads. The plan, he says, has been referred to member 
roads for further study and suggestions. The postponement, 
he said, was not a scrapping of the plan, although some might 
so interpret the action. 
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In communicating with individual railroads with regard to 
the postponement, President Pelley, it was pointed out, said 
“it would be appreciated if you would furnish us at the earliest 
possible time an expression of your views as to whether or 
not you favor the adoption of recommendations of the car serv- 
ice division, and any other information that might be of interest 
in connection with the subject.” 

The recommendations of the car service division to which 
Mr. Pelley referred, according to information at the association 
offices, have to do with suggestions for flexibility in the aver- 
age detention figures that might be deemed desirable on account 
of whether the demand for cars was light or active. 

In time of demand for cars, it was said, there was an urge 
on the part of railroads owning many cars for a reinstate- 
ment of the old, or straight per diem plan, under which the rail- 
road having a so-called foreign car on its rails, is obligated to 
pay $1 a day for its use. The result, in time of more than 
ordinary demand for cars, is a balance in favor of those roads 
owning a plentiful supply of cars. 

Suggestion for the use of the average per diem plan was 
made in February, 1935. (See Traffic World, February 23, 
1935, p. 340.) At that time it was referred to as a substitute 
for the Coordinator’s pooling plan. It was pointed out at that 
time that the plan had been in use among a number of lines 
and that the idea was not a new one, although the proposal 
to extend it to the whole country had not theretofore been 
made. 

President Pelley, of the Association of American Railroads, 
announced, April 26, 1935, that on May 1 the average plan 
would be put into effect May 1 as to box cars. He gave a brief 
description of it. (See Traffic World, April 27, 1935, p. 783.) 

“Likewise under this plan,” said he, “the principles of indi- 
vidual ownership and the responsibilities of the individual rail- 
roads to the shippers on their lines for providing an adequate 
car supply are maintained.” 

That paragraph shows one of the objections which the rail- 
roads had to the Eastman car pooling proposition. In their 
discussion of the Eastman plan, railroad men observed that it 
took no account of the ownership of the cars and had the effect 
of divesting a particular railroad of the responsibility to pro- 
vide cars for shippers on their lines. 


General use of the plan was recommended to the railroads 
by the general committee of the transportation division of the 
American Railway Association in the summer of 1934. That 
association was the predecessor of the organization of which 
Mr. Pelley is the president. The predecessor association could 
act only on the vote of the member lines. The average per 
diem plan was prescribed for the roads by the board of direc- 
tors of the new association under the greater powers that had 
been granted to it by the member roads than they had en- 
trusted to its predecessor. The recent reference of the plan 
to the member roads for suggestions, it was pointed out, did 
not mean, as had been inferred by some, that the members 
would vote on reinstatement of the plan, it was said at the 
offices of the association in Washington. 


When there is discussion as to how much the average plan 
has saved the railroads, advocates of the plan make their cal- 
culations on their conclusion that it costs a railroad two cents 
a mile to haul an empty car. However, that figure is not ac- 
cepted by all railroad men as being accurate. Neither the 
statistics of the Commission nor so far as known, the sta- 
tistics of any given railroad are in such form as to show as 
a regular thing what the cost of hauling an empty car may be. 

Savings while the plan was in effect, in 1935 and 1936, 
were estimated at $34,290,270. That figure was the result of 
the conclusion that it cost two cents a mile to haul an empty 
box car, box cars only being covered by the average plan. 
Some railroad men figure that, while a theoretical cost of two 
cents a mile for hauling an empty box car may be shown by the 
use of statistics that are kept by the railroads, such figures 
are apt to mislead for the simple reason that nearly every 
railroad is forced to run freight trains that are not as heavy 
as they might be, according to the engine rating, and that, 
therefore, the addition of a few empty cars to each of those 
trains can be made without incurring definite out-of-pocket 
additional costs. 


No information was to be had at the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads as to the identity of railroads that objected to 
continuance of the average per diem. It was admitted that a 
large part of the opposition came from western railroads. It 
was suggested, however, that the opposition was not confined 
to the west. It was assumed that the carriers that objected 
to a continuance of the average per diem figured that they 
could make more out of the straight per diem plan than they 
could save by adherence to the average plan. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





According to an announcement made 
by the Commission (elsewhere in this 
issue) Cardinal Woolsey has been ad- 
mitted to practice before it. His home 
address is Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The Commission, in making the an- 
nouncement, did not suggest that it hoped he would never have 
occasion, by reason of anything done or forgotten by him to 
be done before it, to utter the lament of the Cardinal Woolsey 
of the time of Henry VIII, when the Tudor king thought it 
incumbent on him to deprive Woolsey of the great seal: 

Had I but served my God with half the zeal 
I served my King, he would not in mine age 
Have left me naked to mine enemies. 


Cardinal Woolsey 
Now a Commis- 


sion Practitioner 





It is an odds on bet that scores 
of men of fifty years old and 
upward, living in a broad belt 
of territory between Salamanca, 
N. Y., and Dayton, O., felt a con- 
striction about their hearts when 
they read a few days ago that the lad Nypano followed the 
parent Erie into trusteeship. It was as sad as if they had read 
about an old schoolmate being hauled over the hills to the 
poor house. 

Whether as the Atlantic and Great Western (irreverently 
changed to Almighty & Great Windy), New York, Pennsylvania 
and Ohio, New York, Lake Erie and Western, or just plain 
Erie, the old “broad gauge” (one of her common names) was 
the wonder of their young lives. It is too bad, they think, that 
in her old age the vari-named railroad has had to bear the 
hardships that come to most o!dsters, social security or what- 
not to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The men who feel a bit sad know only too well that the 
road has had financial buffets, being the plaything of stock 
market men and operating buccaneers. They jeered with others 
about the Atlantic and Great Western “starting nowhere and 
going nowhere,” though Salamanca and Dayton will not admit 
that language fits them, Dayton probably being one of the 
richest cities in the country—certainly in the heart of one of 
the best pieces of farm land in the country. 

When the old “broad gauge” was changed to standard 
gauge, along about the time Grover Cleveland was elected the 
first time (perhaps a year or two ahead of that time), it was 
felt that she would do well and that Mike Ricksecker, an 
engineer of those days, was justified in putting joy into the 
signals he tootled on his engine. 


Most of the old fellows did not know that the initials of 
the company that followed the A. and G. W. had been converted 
into a name, Nypano, and applied to the line from Salamanca 
to Dayton until they read the application of that company for 
the comfort there may be in section 77 of the national bank- 
ruptcy act. Undoubtedly it pleased them to learn that one of 
the old names had been preserved, even if in an out of the 
way corner so that only lawyers, like H. A. Taylor, could have 
the name always in mind. 


Conversion of popular names into technically legal ones, 
preserves, to a certain extent, the good will that may inhere 
in a popular name. . However, as systems are created or more 
closely knit, popular names must be dropped and system 
names taken. It would not do to tell a Pennsylvania train 
passenger that near Mansfield, O., he would have to change 
to the “Coldwater” railroad to get to Toledo, O., or Detroit, 
Mich. He knows the Pennsylvania. The fact that the Toledo 
division once was an independent railroad carrying the name 
of Coldwater, Mich., as part of its name is of no help to the 
passenger who may have come from a point on the “Ma and 
Pa” Railroad (Maryland and Pennsylvania). Nor is it of 
help to him, if he is going to Chicago, to tell him that from 
Pittsburgh to Chicago he is riding on the Pittsburgh, Fort 
Wayne and Chicago, popularly known as the Fort Wayne, 
though the Pennsylvania thinks it good, in its printed matter, 
to refer to that as the “Fort Wayne route.” 


Nypano Goes into 
Trusteeship and Old Boys 
Are Heartsick 
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Perhaps the New York Central is subject to mild censure 
for not more prominently using the old name of its route from 
Cleveland to Cincinnati. In the older days that was the “Bee 
Line,” its route for much of the way being of the sort a bee 
is supposed to take to its hive. Antique shops can’t handle 
railroads or their names, so perhaps preservation of old names 
as in the case of the Nypano is all that is possible. 





There may be relatively few 
of the supposedly typical Yankees 
left in Boston, as some have sug- 
gested, but when Mayor Maurice 
J. Tobin refused a “gift” of $1,- 
125,000 from the Public Works 
Administration, to cover part of the cost of rebuilding the 
city hall, it seemed manifest that their successors inherited 
part of the Yankees’ thrift ideas. 

Mayor Tobin, according to reports from the city of fried 
scrod, broiled lobster, blueberry muffins and deep dish pie, not 
to mention beans, observed that it would cost about $1,700,000 
to rebuild the city hall as planned, meaning that Boston would 
have to provide more than half a million out of its own jeans. 
Repairs to it, he said, would cost much less and accorded with 
his idea of economy; wherefore, the repulse for those from 
Washington bearing a gift. 

At the same time, the Post Office Department announced 
that a $2,800,000 annex would be built to the Boston post 
office. But the assistant postmaster, when the announcement 
was made, said he hadn’t heard of any annex proposal— 
which, it might be suggested, indicated that the time when 
citizens used to get up committees to lobby Congress for 
appropriations was gone. Now Congress is nothing and men 
whose nominations do not seem to have to run the gauntlet 
of Senate confirmation allot millions for “improvements” 
local officials appear not even to have heard of before Wash- 
ington says they are to be made. 


Manna from Washington 
May Be Tainted or 
a Gift from Greeks 





Whether the press be free or 
is a captive at the wheels of the 
war chariot of capitalism or 
something else, one may find 
plenty of comment on the future 
outlook in this first week of the 
fiscal year, 1939. It is like a swarm of bees circling the head 
of President Roosevelt. 


Commenting on the President’s last fireside chat, one 
observer took up the President’s comment about the national 
income of 1932 being only thirty-eight billions while that of 
1937 was about seventy billions. 

The 1932 dollars were twenty-five grain gold things while 
those of 1937 were only fifteen grain dollars, he chuckled. 
Using the common denominator, twenty-five grains of gold, 
he jeered that the 1937 income was only forty-two billions. 
Had he thought a little more he might have added that, if 
the people of the United States had been doing business with 
Switzerland, which has not “monkeyed” with the standard, the 
1937 income would have paid only forty-two billion dollars 
of debt the country might have been owing for Swiss cheese 
and Swiss chocolate. However, to that a necessary footnote 
would say that the United States, ever since the dollar was 
depreciated, has promised gold to such Americans as might 
need it to pay foreign debts. 

Comment on that promise, however, might run to the 
effect that the United States could not have made good on 
it to the extent of forty-two billions. So the comment makers, 


when they were done, would have been back to where they 
started. 


When the fiscal year 1938 ended with midnight, June 30, 
according to the Treasury, the national debt totaled $37,- 
164,740,315.45. That was equivalent to $285.70 for every man, 
woman and child, or $1,285.65 a family, assuming a family 
to be 4.5 persons. The per capita debt rose $4.07 in the year. 
About one-seventh of all government expenses represented 
interest. 

Many more figures were given out by the Treasury than 
those here set forth. Anyone who takes government figures, 
no matter by what sort of an administration they may be 
prepared, intended to show the meaning of the gross sums, 
especially in bad times, may be suspected of being “balmy,” 
as the English say. For instance, every administration insists 
that the buildings and other works constructed by it are 
assets. 

As a matter of decent bookkeeping fact, practically every 
postoffice building in the country is a liability, and not an 
asset, for the reason that the government could rent quarters 


And Here Is the Fis- 
cal Year, 1939, Its 
Hopes, Fears, and Jeers 
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for less than it costs, in probably many instances, to pay for 
watchmen, charwomen, and other services of that sort in its 
own buildings. True, the buildings are monuments testifying 
to the wealth and power of the nation, but the nation would 
have the wealth and power without the self-advertising struc- 
tures. And the rented quarters would be better kept up than 
the publicly owned structures. That is a matter of observa- 
tion on the part of any man who has had reason to go into 
some of the post offices throughout the country. A super- 
visory official in government service dare not take workers 
on the staff over the coals as a supervisory official in private 
employment must if he wants to keep his job. , 

Government always has been an expense, much of it un- 
necessary, and probably always will be, though what Nebraska 
has done may be pointing to a radical change. Nebraska has 
no funded debt, no sales tax, no luxury tax, no cigarette tax, 
and no income tax. In the last ten years it has saved nearly 
$140,000,000 in general tax levies, so it is claimed, and has 
snipped about $38,000,000 from county, town, and district bond 
issues, as a result of the work of the Federation of County Tax- 
payers’ Leagues. The leagues examine every dime of expendi- 
tures and smell a mouse when an employe claims to have had to 
buy from 22 to 32 gallons of gasoline a day to operate a small 
car owned by a county. 

Oh, yes, as a final thought it may be said the Treasury 
estimates the national income this year will be 10 per cent 
less than last year. 


Experts of Imperial Airways, says 
the American commercial attache at 
London, in a report, has developed a 
sprinkler system to rid planes operat- 
ing in tropical countries of insect pests. 
The worst of the pests, in the eyes of 
the people of the United States, are those that carry yellow 
fever. 

Until a short time ago, the mosquito was regarded as the 
sole carrier of that disease. There is doubt on that score 
now on account of the appearance of the disease in out of 
the way places where the mosquito is practically acquitted 
of having carried it. That form of the disease is called jungle 
yellow fever. 

The system provides not only the sprinkler but the mate- 
rial to be sprayed. The spray is represented as free of un- 
pleasant odor, dry, and not harmful to interior fittings or 
clothing. This sprinkler is in addition to insect traps fitted 
to air vents on the planes, which have been in use for several 
years. The sprinkler is looked on as making it impossible 
for insects and pests to travel from one area to another in 
the flying machines and thus, in theory, spread tropical 
diseases over parts of the earth, particularly yellow fever, 
now free of it.—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Railroads the week ended June 25 loaded 558,937 cars 
of revenue freight (see Traffic World, July 2), according to 
the Association of American Railroads. 

All districts reported decreases compared with the corre- 
sponding weeks in 1937 and 1930. 


Airplane Guards 
Against Carriers of 
Yellow Fever, Etc. 


1938 1937 1930 
eee 2,256,423 2,714,449 3,347,717 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,155,451 2,763,457 3,506,236 
eS ke OO Eee 2,222,864 2,986,166 3,529,907 
DS REEL sk sd ov vcscedvnccnne 2,649,894 3,712,906 4,504,284 
De OM vinx n iveccsencsndocs 2,185,822 3,098,632 3,733,385 
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oe Be ee 502,624 688,987 860,064 
OED Ss ais cncns chen ean 553,854 750,500 935,582 
We SOE CR OE. cs necccv bene snes 555,569 752,787 926,066 
OE. osc G whe kas eee uae 558,937 769,945 920,645 

NS bk ce ce ie acces oun eel 13,641,438 18,237,829 22,263,886 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended June 
25 and for the corresponding period last year was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,983 and 4,905; live 
stock, 1,024 and 1,216; coal, 21,657 and 24,163; coke, 1,286 and 1,961; 
forest products, 2,127 and 2,337; ore, 1,877 and 4,573; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 36,977 and 43,710; miscellaneous, 47,493 and 72,776; total, 
1938, 118,424; 1937, 155,641; 1936, 151,665. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,081 and 2,676; 
live stock, 789 and 828; coal, 21,678 and 29,420; coke, 1,365 and 4,670; 
forest products, 941 and 1,431; ore, 3,899 and 14,481; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 24,260 and 29,398; miscellaneous, 43,925 and 74,832; total, 
1938, 99,938; 1937. 157,736; 1936, 140,600. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 227 and 160; live 
stock, 127 and 146; coal, 23,687 and 33,985; coke, 325 and 486; forest 
products, 300 and 557; ore, 619 and 281; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,166 
and 5,574; miscellaneous, 4,965 and 6,614; total, 1938, 35,416; 1937, 
47,843; 1936, 48,298. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,301 and 1,779; live 
stock, 1,184 and 1,075; coal, 10,113 and 15,507; coke, 290 and 503; forest 
products, 6,927 and 11,644; ore, 383 and 954; merchandise, L. C. L., 
25,529 and 28,067; miscellaneous, 33,295 and 41,740; total, 1938, 80,022; 
1937, 101,269; 1936, 96,575. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,344 and 4,906; 
live stock, 2,365 and 2,473; coal, 3,084 and 3,637; coke, 596 and 1,703; 
forest products, 7,116 and 11,365; ore, 12,804 and 48,434; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 18,930 and 21,136; miscellaneous, 26,156 and 37,625; total, 
1938, 78,395; 1937, 131,279; 1936, 114,987. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 16,494 and 
18,453; live stock, 3,654 and 4,695; coal, 4,955 and 5,176; coke, 148 
and 133; forest products, 6,125 and 7,147; ore, 2,899 and 5,344; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 23,814 and 26,544; miscellaneous, 42,120 and 52,551; 
total, 1938, 100,209; 1937, 120,043; 1936, 105.606. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 6,566 and 8,020; 
live stock, 1,441 and 1,970; coal, 1,681 and 1,649; coke, 8&8 and 114; 
forest products, 3,097 and 5,046; ore, 290 and 303; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 10,785 and 12,343; miscellaneous, 22,585 and 26.689; total, 1938, 
46,533; 1937, 56,134; 1936, 55,857. 


SECURITY OWNERS MUST ACT 


It is the opinion of Commissioner Miller that owners of 
railroad securities must arouse the public to the seriousness 
of the situation respecting the carriers, to the end that there 
may be an informed public opinion that will have weight with 
public officials, particularly members of Congress. That view 
was expressed by Commissioner Miller in a letter to Thomas 
F. Woodlock, in which he expressed gratification for which 
Mr. Woodlock had written on the subject in the Wall Street 


Journal (see Traffic World, July 2, p. 25). Commissioner 
Miller said: 


Even though I cannot reach your degree of pessimism (if that is 
the proper word to describe your views), I must agree with certain 
of your observations, particularly regarding the present attitude of the 
politicians generally in connection with the railroads. However, being 
inherently an optimist, I still believe that something can be done to 
keep our railways in private ownership. To this end, the security 
holders must, I think, arouse the public to the situation. If the public 
can be brought to the proper state of mind, the politicians will follow. 
With my meager resources, I propose helping all I can. 

If the government were to take over the railways under present 
depressed conditions, it appears to me that the Congress could justify 
paying only a fraction of the par value of the outstanding securities. 
On the contrary, some interests may advocate government ownership 
with the expectation of receiving par, or better, for their securities. 


Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, June 25 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1938 41,996 10,584 86,855 
ene) ee ODES nie wencnsccy enn | 1937 40,899 12,403 113,537 
| 1936 41,727 12,811 114,157 
Preceding week June 18 ......... 1938 36,568 10,064 82,830 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 2.7 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 14.7 23.5 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 6 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 17.4 23.9 
{ 1938 834,199 299,572 2,405,741 
Cumulative 25 weeks to June 25 { 1937 721,509 308,314 3,434,234 
| 1936 797,950 300,202 3,198,477 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 15.6 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 2.8 29.9 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 4.5 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 2 24.8 


Per cent to 15 year average, 66.1. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
4,098 26,633 22,771 145,461 220,539 558,937 
9,570 39,567 74,370 166,772 312,827 769,945 
8,336 36,030 49,462 161,300 289,765 713,588 
4,151 26,592 24,740 146,308 224,316 555,569 

57.2 32.7 69.4 12.8 29.5 27.4 
50.8 26.1 54.0 9.8 23.9 «ie 
121,745 646,909 276.690 3,674,054 5,382,528 13,641,438 
274,663 912,251 904,365 4,157,519 7,524,974 18,237,829 
211,069 760,937 494,227 3,880,180 6,398,926 16,041,968 
55.7 29.1 69.4 11.6 28.5 25.2 
42.3 15.0 44.0 5.3 15.9 15.0 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 








EASTERN PASSENGER FARES 


ITH only Commissioner Porter dissenting, the Commission, 

in Ex Parte 123, eastern passenger fares in coaches, on 
further hearing, has authorized eastern railroads, for an experi- 
mental period of eighteen months, to charge a fare of 2.5 
cents a mile for passengers riding in coaches. Commissioners 
Eastman, Mahaffie and Miller concurred in the reversal of the 
action taken with regard to passenger fares in the prior report, 
anv 2; CE. Se. 

In the prior report Chairman Splawn, Commissioners 
Meyer, Aitchison, Porter, Lee and Caskie voted against allow- 
ing the carriers to bring the fares to 2.5 cents a mile. 

According to estimates made by the eastern railroads in 
the prior hearing an increase in the basic coach fare from 
two to two and a half cents a mile would yield an increase in 
revenue ranging from $28,000,000 to $30,000,000 a year. In the 
recent further hearing the carriers contented themselves with 
expressing the belief that the proposed increase would swell 
the revenue, without putting the belief in figures other than 
those embraced in the record at the time the further hearing 
was held. 

“There are some people who wonder why the railroads 
are traveling the highway to oblivion,” said Commissioner 
Porter in beginning his dissent. ‘To any such this case should 
be enlightening. At a time when the country has seen the 
most precipitous decline in business in its history, and to an 
extremely low level, when the carriers are confronted by the 
intense competition afforded by 25,000,000 private automobiles, 
44,000 busses, and with constantly increasing traffic by air, they 
seek to raise their passenger fares in coaches 25 per cent. No 
other industry in the throes of a depression and in the face 
of vigorous competition seeks to raise the price of what it sells 
to the public. It may be that the railroads are immune from 
ordinary economic laws. I doubt it. It might be said that if 
the railroads are bent on committing suicide, why should we 
seek to prevent them? I still believe we owe a duty to the 
public and for that reason must register my dissent.” 

Commissioner Porter, commenting on figures showing the 
revenue results of an increased railroad coach passenger fare 
in the south, said “very clearly, the increased coach fare in the 
south has been a failure, and I can not bring myself to believe, 
general economic conditions being as they are, that the results 
will be any different in the east.”’ In those three months, Com- 
missioner Porter pointed out, southern bus lines had, what he 
called, a “phenomenal revenue growth.” 

The Commission, in its report, said that the applicants 
insisted they could make more money out of a fare basis of 2.5 
cents in coaches and 3 cents in pullmans than they were now 
making. Their plea, it said, was endorsed by owners of large 
blocks of railroad securities. No evidence, it said, was offered 
at the further hearing by or in behalf of the traveling public. 
Since the prior hearings, it added, the deficit from applicants’ 
passenger-train services had increased and their financial con- 
dition as a whole had become progressively worse. 

While the results from the present fare basis in the east, 
and from the recently increased coach fare in the south were 
not conclusive that the proposal of the eastern carriers, espe- 
cially in this time of business stagnation, would result in rev- 
enue increases, the report said, the further hearing made it 
inferable: First, that the financial condition of the carriers was 
such that every reasonable opportunity should be afforded to 
permit them to increase their revenues; second, that by reason 
of the increased cost of the passenger service and the improved 
accommodations accorded coach passengers, the coach service, 
regarded by itself, today might be worth somewhat more to 
the traveling public than early in 1936 when the Commission 
determined that the coach fare should not exceed two cents a 
mile; and third, that in the absence of an actual test and 
careful analysis of the results the Commission was left in doubt 
whether or not applicants could obtain greater revenue from 
the proposed fare basis than from the present basis. 

Because of the uncertainty from the revenue standpoint, 
said “i report, the proposed basis must be regarded as experi- 
mental. 

“Indeed,” said the report, “it is characterized as such by 
applicants. While we realize that no trial period could probably 
be found the results in which would be acceptable as con- 
clusive to all concerned, it seems clear that the fare basis 
which will yield to applicants the greatest possible revenue 
can be determined with reasonable assurance only through the 


‘trial and error’ method. Accordingly, we believe that the fare 
basis proposed by applicants should be given a trial, and that 
the period of such trial should be limited to 18 months.” 

The Commission said that in the period it should expect ap- 
plicants to keep as complete a record as is practicable of the 
gross and net revenue results from their passenger-train serv- 
ices. Continuing, it said: 


It is of course evident that the results from such a trial period 
cannot be accepted with any assurance unless the increased fare is 
permitted to become effective simultaneously on both interstate and 
intrastate traffic of the applicants. Accordirgly, it is our hope that 
the respective state authorities can see their way clear to authorize 
a maximum coach fare of 2.5 cents to become effective on intrastate 
traffic at the same time and for the same period as herein authorized 
on interstate traffic. 


Formally the Commission suspended the outstanding order 
in Passenger Fares and Surcharges, 214 I. C. C. 174, so as to 
permit the proposed increased fare of 2.5 cents in coaches to 
become effective for a period of 18 months. 

Commissioner Eastman, in a separate expression, said he 
concurred in the results reached for the reasons given in his 
dissent in the prior report, 227 I. C. C. 17, in which he sug- 
gested that the question was one of managerial discretion. 

Commissioner Mahaffie, concurred in everything except he 
said he found no warrant for the limitation of the increase to 
a period of 18 months. 

Commissioner Miller joined in that expression. 


CREAM FROM WISCONSIN 


With Commissioner Porter objecting to the denial of 
reparation, the Commission, by division 4, in No. 27765, Borden 
Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al., has found rates on cream from 
points in Wisconsin to destinations in the east not unreasonable 
in the past but unreasonable for the future. New rates are to 
be made effective not later than September 30. 

The rates condemned were interline, applicable to cream 
in 10-gallon cans, carloads, in passenger-train services from 
Browntown, Clintonville, Columbus, and Fond du Lac to Pitts- 
burgh, Meyersdale, Harrisburg, Scranton, Pottsville and Phi‘la- 
delphia, Pa., Buffalo, Elmira, Binghamton, South Edmeston, 
Antwerp, Albany and Troy, N. Y., Cumberland, Baltimore and 
Greensboro, Md., Wilmington, Del., Trenton and Newark, N. J., 
Springfield, Worcester and Boston, Mass., and Providence, R. I. 

Rates were found unreasonable to the extent they might 
exceed, by more than 15 cents a can, those made under the 
C. F. A. carload scale, prescribed in C. F. A. Territory Milk 
and Cream Rates, 46 I. C. C. 601, as extended for distances up 
to 1,000 miles in Campbell Dairy Products Co. vs. Erie, 156 
I. C. C. 777, and as further extended at the same rate of 
progression, minimum 200 40-quart cans a car. 

Commissioner Porter said that in his opinion the denial of 
reparation, resulting from the finding that the rates were not 
unreasonable in the past, was purely capricious and arbitrary. 
There was no fact stated in the report, said he, which in any 
way distinguished the future from the past and that in the 
circumstances the duty to award reparation was plain. He con- 
curred in the finding as to unreasonableness for the future. 

Commissioner Mahaffie concurred, said he, solely because 
of the findings in Pet Milk Co. vs. Boston & Albany, 206 I. C. C., 
and Abbotts Dairies, Inc., vs. M. St., P. & S. S. M., 216 I. C. C. 
661, from which he said he dissented. 


DUTY TO FURNISH CAR 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 27816, Granite Bitu- 
minous Paving Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al., has found unrea- 
sonable a minimum of 126,000 pounds when applied on a car- 
load of asphalt-coated stone from St. Louis, Mo., to Effingham, 
Ill. It found the assailed minimum unreasonable to the extent 
that it exceeded 90 per cent of 89,000 pounds or 72,000 pounds 
and awarded reparation of $44.20, with interest. 

The question was as to what minimum should be applied 
after the railroads had furnished a 140,000 pound capacity 
open-top car in place of a 60,000 pound car ordered by the 
shipper. The Commission found that there were very few 60,090 
pound cars in the equipment of the railroads serving St. Louis. 
It found, however, that they had more than 3,000 cars of 80,000 . 
pounds capacity. The Commission said that if no such car was 
available at the particular time complainant placed its order, 
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then the furnishing of the larger car was for defendants’ con- 
venience. It was pointed out in this report that in Sanistone 
Products Co. vs. Pennsylvania, 192 I. C. C. 565, division 3 
found that defendants had cars of 80,000 pounds capacity and 
that that should have been the basis of the charges. It said that 
under the rule in the tariff 90 per cent of the minimum of the 
car furnished was the basis for calculating the charges. The 
shipment was made May 14, 1936. 


TEXAS DIFFERENTIAL LINE 


At the request of the southwestern railroads, the Commis- 
sion, in its twenty-sixth supplemental report in No. 13535, Con- 
solidated Southwestern cases, has changed the boundary line of 
the Texas differential territory so as to exclude therefrom sta- 
tions on the Estilline branch of the Fort Worth & Denver City 
(except those west of Plainview, Tex.) and the Floydada branch 
of the Panhandle & Santa Fe. In connection therewith it has 
issued supplemental forth section orders Nos. 9600 and 12150 
so as to cover the amended territory. The report was written 
by Commissioner Miller. 

Stations on the railroads mentioned it was proposed to 
eliminate, the report said, were located east of the boundary 
line of the territory when drawn, but were included in the 
territory at the request of the railroads for the reason that 
the branches were completed almost simultaneously with the 
original decision and low earnings were anticipated on those 
branches lying in newly developed territory. 

Necessity for the differentials, the report says, have dis- 
appeared and the railroads desire to revise rates on these 
branches to conform to the basis in effect from and to other 
stations east of the differential territory, principally on account 
of competition as between the principal stations involved, 
Lockney and Floydada, with points not included in differential 
territory, such as Plainview and Lubbock. 


FUSION WELDED TANK CARS 


In a report written by Commissioner McManamy in No. 
3666, regulations for transportation of explosives and other 
dangerous articles, the Commission has authorized the construc- 
tion of five more tank cars, conforming to specification 103, 
except that the tanks will be fabricated by the fusion welding 
process instead of riveting and be of stainless steel in place of 
carbon steel. The cars are to be used in experimental service 
for the transportation of butyraldehyde, classed as an inflam- 
mable liquid having a flash point at 12 degrees F. The tanks are 
to be of 8,000-gallon capacity. The application was made by 
the General American Transportation Co. through the tank 
car committee of the Association of American Railroads. 


DEATH OF MOTOR APPLICANT 


The Commission, by division 5, has dismissed MC 72942, 
Floyd Douglas Spencer, broker application, by reason of the 
death of the applicant. The application was to conduct broker- 
age operations in Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island and Vermont. Applicant died Decem- 
ber 19, 1937. A third party, not previously identified with the 
application, the report said, now sought authority, without 
proof of his fitness and ability to be substituted for applicant 
and receive his brokerage license if and when issued. 

A brokerage license when granted by the Commission 
to an individual, the report said, created a personal right, 
transfer of which was not specifically authorized under the 
provisions of the motor carrier act. 

The Commission concluded that it was the intention of 
Congress to require compliance with all the statutory require- 
ments for a new brokerage operation by any applicant who 
sought to continue as brokerage operation which had been, 
or was to be discontinued; and that the Commission was with- 
out jurisdiction to authorize transfer of brokerage licenses or 
other rights in connection therewith. 

Dissenting, Commissioner Lee said he was unable to con- 
cur in the dismissal. Dismissal, said he, was probably justified 
under a very strict interpretation of the act. However, said 
he, such interpretation would work hardships in this and 
similar instances, and expressed the belief that it was possible 
to work out a method of handling cases of this character 
whereby hardships might be avoided. Under this decision, 
he said, the business must terminate. Applicant’s widow, other 
heirs or estate, said he, could not succeed to the business, 
continue the same or sell it. He said he did not believe that 
Congress intended such a result. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Rough Quarried Stone 


No. 27856, Constitution Stone Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio. 
By division 4. Rate charged, rough quarried stone, Crow Sum- 
mit, W. Va., to Constitution, O., inapplicable and applicable 
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rates unreasonable. Applicable rates were $2.60 on a ship- 
ment moving September 13, 1934, and $2.20 plus a 7 per cent 
emergency charge on other shipments, the unit being a net ton. 
Applicable rates unreasonable to the extent they exceeded $1.94 
on a shipment of September 13, 1934, and that rate plus the 
7 per cent emergency charge on the other shipments. Defend- 
ants authorized to waive collection of outstanding undercharges 
to the extent of the difference between charges based on the 
applicable rates and emergency charges and those which would 
have accrued at the rate herein found reasonable. Commis- 
sioner Meyer, dissenting, said reparation should be denied on 
all the shipments except one. 


Petroleum Products 


No. 27840, Mid-State Petroleum Co. et al. vs. Alton et al. 
By division 4. Dismissed. Rates charged, gasoline, kerosene 
and other petroleum products, in tank-car loads, Chicago, II1., 
and points within the Chicago refining district to destinations 
in Wisconsin found applicable. Applicable rates not shown to 
have been or to be unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


Petroleum Asphalt 


No. 27197, Stanolind Pipe Line Co. vs. Alton et al., em- 
bracing also two sub-numbers, Same vs. A. T. & S. F. et al., 
and Same vs. Alton & Southern et al. By the Commission. 
On reconsideration, findings in prior report, 225 I. C. C. 693, 
that rates, petroleum asphalt, from Sugar Creek, Mo., Wood 
River, Ill., and Whiting, Ind., to destinations in Texas were 
unreasonable and that existing rates from Whiting to desti- 
nations in Oklahoma were not unreasonable, reversed. Find- 
ing that rates from Whiting to destinations in Texas for the 
future would be unreasonable, affirmed. The new finding is 
that the rates from Whiting to destinations in Oklahoma are 
and for the future will be unreasonable to the extent they 
may exceed from Wood River on the basis of 80 per cent of 
rates on refined petroleum oils to the same destinations in 
effect prior to the general commodity rate increases of 1937, 
plus six cents, subject to a minimum of 50,000 pounds, to which, 
the report said, might be added the general increases author- 
ized March 8, 1937. Reparation was denied. Commissioners 
Meyer and Porter concurred. Commissioner Aitchison dis- 
sented and was joined in his separate expression by Commis- 
sioners Eastman and Caskie. Commissioner McManamy noted 
a dissent. New rates are to be established not later than 
October 5. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC 50420, Jahneke Brothers, contract carrier applica- 
tion, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation 
as a contract carrier of roofing material and commodities used 
in the manufacture thereof, except lumber, sand, and gravel, 
and tile, slate, and metal roofing, over a regular route between 
Joliet, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo. 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC 23976, Sub. No. 1, 
William Jossy and H. L. Livingston, extension of operations— 
Klamath Falls, has authorized operation as a common carrier 
of general commodities, except used household goods, between 
Bend and Klamath Falls, Ore., and all intermediate points. 

In MC 50612, Lester McKee, contract carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, on finding applicant’s operation 
to be that of a common carrier, has authorized operation of live 
stock, over irregular routes, from Big Cabin, Okla., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, to Parsons, Kan. 

In MC F-412, Bowen Motor Coaches, purchase, H. L. Burt, 
the Commission, by division 5, has approved and authorized the 
purchase by Bowen Motor Coaches of the operating rights of 
H. L. Burt, for $6,000. 

In MC 50484, Merrill and Hamel, Inc., common carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has denied an ap- 
plication to continue operation as a common carrier of general 
commodities between Detroit, Mich., Chicago and Streator, 
Ill., over specified routes. The Commission has ordered dis- 
continuance of operations. Commissioner Lee noted a dissent. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Pennsylvania; New York, New Haven and Hartford; 
Northern Pacific; Southern Pacific; and Union Pacific have 
filed applications with the Commission for approval of pro- 
posed modifications of signal systems or devices under para- 
graph (b), section 26, of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commis- 
sion in writing within 15 days from July 5. 

The Chicago and Eastern Illinois and Texas and Pacific 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modification of signal systems or devices under para- 
graph (b) Section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within 15 days from July 6. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 





VANILLA BEAN TRUCK RATE 


XAMINER A. J. SULLIVAN, in I. and S. No. M-338, vanilla 

beans between New York and Philadelphia, has recom- 
mended that the Commission find justified a proposed less-than- 
truckload commodity rate of 56 cents on vanilla and Tahiti 
beans, between Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand, and New 
York, N. Y., and points grouped therewith, on the other. He has 
recommended that the order of suspension be vacated and the 
proceeding discontinued. The report was served July 1. 

Schedules proposing the reduced rate were filed by the 
Overland Motor Freight Co., Inc. They were suspended on pro- 
test by the Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, 
Inc. Vanilla and Tahiti beans, said by the examiner to be the 
same commodity, are rated one and a half-times first class in 
the classification. According to the report, the respondent be- 
came a party to the protestant’s tariff on January 24, which 
contained a rate of 84 cents on the beans, any-quantity. The 
protestant, the examiner said, contended that, considering the 
value of the beans, one and a half times first class, was a 
proper rate, and was in line with truck and rail rates from 
New York to various trunk line cities in the east. 

According to the report, witnesses for two importers that 
handled the bulk of vanilla beans at Philadelphia testified that 
they had used the respondent’s service exclusively; that these 
commodities could be delivered from piers at Philadelphia at 
rates ranging from seven to ten cents; that the import rates to 
New York and Philadelphia were the same and that a continua- 
tion of the 84-cent rate would force them to import beans 
through Philadelphia rather than New York, the import rates 
to both ports being the same. 

The examiner said that it was clear that respondent alone 
handled this traffic; that the present rate was high as com- 
pared with protestant’s rates on other commodities of com- 
parable or greater value; that the proposed rate would yield 
adequate earnings, 27.4 cents a truck-mile one way, or round- 
trip earnings of 13.7 cents based on loads of 4,500 pounds; 
that it would not create a destructive rate situation; and would 
retain this traffic for motor carriers. 


MOTOR RATES TOO LOW 


Finding that the suspended rates were less than re- 
spondents’ cost of operation, Examiner C. J. Peterson, in I. 
and S. M-321, R-B Distributing Co., commodity rates, Minne- 
sota, North Dakota and South Dakota, has recommended that 
the Commission find not justified proposed rates on freight, all 
kinds, with exceptions, between Minneapolis and St. Paul, 
Minn., on the one hand, and Mobridge, S. D., and Bowman, 
N. D., on the other, and alcoholic liquor from the Twin Cities 
and certain nearby points to Bowman. He also recommended 
finding not justified proposed minimum charges for stopping 
to unload groceries, fresh fruits, and vegetables, other than 
frozen, at intermediate points, between Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, on the one hand, and points in the Dakotas, on the 
other. He said the suspended schedules should be ordered 
canceled and the proceeding discontinued. The report was 
served July 6. 


The suspended schedules were filed by G. W. Rickerd and 
George H. Buergi, doing business as R-B Distributing Co., 
Aberdeen, S. D. They were suspended on protest of Lou 
Hosking, tariff publishing agent of the Northwest Tariff Bu- 
reau, of St. Paul. The Northern Pacific and the Milwaukee 
railroads, the examiner said, appeared at the hearing in oppo- 
sition to the suspended schedules. 

A proposed rate of 65 cents, minimum 10,000 pounds, re- 
spondents insisted, said the examiner, was necessary to retain 
traffic now moving over their lines in competition with a rate 
published by John F. Hand, doing business as Hand Transfer 
& Storage Co., of Mobridge. The proposed rate of 65 cents the 
examiner said, produced a truck-mile revenue of approximately 
16 cents. 

The examiner said that the present and proposed rates 
were lower than those published by Agent Hosking, the pro- 
testant, who represented nearly all the motor carriers op- 
erating from and to the territories in which the points here 
considered were located. The record, said the examiner, indi- 
cated that respondents objected principally to the Milwaukee’s 
all-commodity rates and that the latter rates were established 
to meet motor carrier competition. The underlying reasons 





for the establishment of carload all-commodity rates, said he, 
appeared to have been the lack of information as to the going 
truck rates, as the amount of such rates could be determined 
only on inquiry of shippers and receivers. The tendency of 
both railroads and motor carriers, said Examiner Petersen, 
recently had been to abandon their flat rates and substitute 
therefor a classification basis of rates because such flat rates 
gave no effect to many of the elements heretofore considered 
in rate making. 

Respondents operated seven road trucks, said the exam- 
iner, and while their operations as a whole had been compensa- 
tory the suspended rates were less than their cost of opera- 
tion. For 1937, the examiner added, their cost of operation 
by the mile without including interest on investment was 16.9 
cents as compared with truck-mile revenue of approximately 
16 cents produced by the proposed rates. 


IMPORT VEGETABLE OIL RATES 


Saying it was believed that the low import rates on vege- 
table oils was a “distinct economic menace to complainants as 
well as the farmers of America,’ Examiner John McChord, in 
No. 27747, Mississippi Cotton Seed Crushers’ Association vs. 
Atlanta, Birmingham Coast et al., has recommended that the 
Commission order the railroads to remove the discrimination 
and undue prejudice, which, he said, were produced by the 
low import rates on cottonseed and other vegetable oils and 
the raw materials from which such oils were made. McChord 
said the Commission should find the higher domestic rates 
on cottonseed and other oils between points in the United 
States were not unreasonable. 

In making his recommendations, Examiner McChord 
stepped into the law question whether the Commission, under 
the amendments made to the law it administers made since 
1896, had power to make an order to remove discrimination 
and prejudice supposed to be caused by differences between 
import and domestic rates. 

Another matter into which the examiner stepped was the 
long continued controversy between railroads serving the north 
Atlantic ports, on the one hand, and the south Atlantic and 
Gulf ports, on the other. 


In spite of other facts in the record, Examiner McChord 
said it was manifest: from the testimony of the representatives 
of both the eastern and southern carriers themselves that what 
he called the unduly low import rates on vegetable oils, as- 
sailed in this case, were caused in the main by the sharp com- 
petition between the carriers serving the ports at Baltimore, 
Philadelphia, New York, Boston and other eastern points, on 
the one hand, and the carriers serving the ports of New Or- 
leans, Mobile and other ports on the Gulf of Mexico, on the 
other. Rates from the ports to inland points, said he, were 
reduced from time to time as an inducement to importers to 
route the oil over the cheapest route available. 


Among the reasons assigned by the southern carriers for 
the low rates was barge competition on the Mississippi and 
Ohio Rivers, and private boats serving the points reached over 
other waters. Counsel for the southern carriers, the report 
said, contended that the low scale of rates from the south 
Atlantic and Gulf ports to interior points, including Memphis, 
Tenn., Louisville, Ky., Cincinnati, O., Jeffersonville, Ind., Kan- 
sas City and St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Ill., was attributable 
to barge competition over the rivers mentioned and private 
boats over other waters. They pointed out that in Imported 
Vegetable Oil from Gulf and Eastern Ports, 219 I. C. C. 359, 
division 2, gave fourth section relief to southern carriers and 
authorized a rate of 25 cents on imported vegetable oil and 
all foots from New Orleans to Cincinnati, Louisville, Jefferson- 
ville and St. Louis. The basis assigned in the Commission’s 
order for such authority, he said, was water competition. The 
carriers in that case and in this one, he said, pointed to the 
fact that in 1936 the manufacturers of soaps and oil fats at 
Cincinnati shipped 20,000 tons of imported cottonseed oil by 
barge from Memphis to Cincinnati at a rate of 25 cents. That, 
however, the examiner said, was the only shipment ever made 
to that point by water. Despite the fourth section relief Ex- 
aminer McChord made his declaration that the low rates 
were caused by the competition between the carriers serving 
northern and southern ports. 

The complainant alleged that it and its traffic were in 
direct and active competition in the markets of the United 
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States with shippers of all vegetable oils, also tallow, fish and 
sea animal oils, and that the domestic rates on vegetable oils 
between points in continental United States were unjust, un- 
reasonable, unduly prejudicial and unduly discriminatory in 
violation of sections 1, 2 and 3. 

The complaint also alleged that the rates on foreign oils 
and the rates on foreign oils produced or manufactured in 
the United States from imported oil bearing vegetable com- 
modities were in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 15, in that 
the import rates were unreasonably low as compared with 
the domestic rates. 

Reviewing the law question as to the Commission’s power 
over import rates, raised by the decision in Texas & Pacific vs. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 162 U. S. 197, decided March 
30, 1896, Examiner McChord observed that the Commission 
had not then been authorized to prescribe rates for the future 
nor had it been authorized to prescribe minimum rates. He 
said that it now had such power under amendments to the 
original act and that this case should be considered in view 
of those facts. ; 

Internal domestic agricultural conditions, he said, were 
clearly a matter of grave consideration by the Commission in 
establishing rates over the traffic in question. He reproduced 
statistics showing the vast increase in the use of imported oils 
and raw materials from which oils were produced, and drew 
a contrast between the domestic and import rates. Among the 
facts shown, was that in 1914 there were 320,000 pounds of 
coconut oil to 28,000,000 pounds cottonseed oil used in the 
manufacture of oleomargarine. It was further shown that in 
1932 the volume of coconut oil increased to 127,000,000 pounds 
while cottonseed oil dropped to 14,000,000 pounds. 

Among the rate comparisons shown were a domestic rate 
on vegetable oils of 58 cents from New Orleans to Chicago 
while the import rate between the same points was 34 cents. 

Examiner McChord said that if he might hazard the sug- 
gestion it was believed that the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the Texas & Pacific case, 289 U. S. 627 (not the 1896 case) 
clearly left the Commission with full power to establish the 
import and domestic oil rates and oil producing products on 
a parity as herein sought and to establish such differentials 
as might be just and proper. 

The examiner said the Commission should find that the 
higher domestic rates were unduly prejudicial to and injustly 
discriminatory against complainants and require the removal 
of the prejudice and discrimination. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 
Piling 

No. 27901, Great Lakes Steel Corporation vs. Alton et al., 
embracing a sub-number Same vs. Belt Railway of Chicago. 
By Examiner Leland F. James. Dismissal proposed. Rate, 
piling, in double carloads, points in Oregon to Ecorse (Detroit, 
Mich.) not shown to have been unreasonable or otherwise un- 
lawful. Shipments covered by the title complaint were deliv- 
ered after November 8, 1935. The shipments in the sub-num- 
ber were made between February and April 15, 1937. Repara- 
tion was sought. A rate of 85 cents was charged on the actual 
weight. August 24, 1935, the rate on manufactured lumber 
products from Pacific coast origins to eastern destinations was 
reduced to 72 cents but piling was excluded from that reduc- 
tion when it was first established. The reduced rate was made 
applicable to piling March 14, 1936, and was continued in 
effect until June 30, 1936, when it expired. When the lumber 
rate was made 78 cents piling was left on the 85 cent basis 
until April 15, 1937, when piling was reduced to 78 cents. The 
examiner said the earnings derived from the complainant’s 
traffic were too low to warrant condemnation of the assailed 
rate. Moreover, he added, depressed rates, the rates on lum- 
ber having been reduced on account of water competition, 
afforded an improper yardstick to measure an assailed rate. 


Watermelons 


No. 27955, Atlantic Commission Co., Inc., vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio et al. By Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal 
proposed. Shipments, watermelons, in carloads, Suffolk, Va., 
to New York, N. Y., between August 10 and 17, 1932, pro- 
posed to be found not to have been misrouted. According 
to the report, shipments moved over the lines of the S. A. L. to 
Cape Charles, the Pennsylvania to Wilmington, Del., the B. 
& O. to Park Junction, Pa., Reading to Bound Brook, N. J., 
the Central of New Jersey to Cranford Junction, N. J., the 
S. I. R. T. to St. George Lighterage, N. Y., and thence deliv- 
ered by the B. & O. to New York, N. Y., on a combination rate 
of 53 cents plus 2 cents a melon. A rate of 45 cents plus 
2 cents a watermelon was claimed. In order to be entitled 
to the claimed rate, the report continued, the shipments should 
have moved over the lines of the Pennsylvania to Linden Junc- 
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tion, N. Y., thence S. I. R. T. through Tottenville, N. Y., to St. 
George Lighterage for B. & O. delivery. 


Flour Mixes 


No. 27849, P. Duff & Sons, Inc., vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
By Examiner Edgar Snider. Dismissal proposed. Fifth class 
rates, prepared flour “mixes,” carloads, Pittsburgh, Pa., to 
various destinations in official classification territory, proposed 
to be found to have been applicable when the complaint was 
filed September 7, 1937, and not unreasonable. 


Corrugated Strawboard 


No. 27719, Federal Container Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio. 
By Examiner George Esch. Rate charged, corrugated straw- 
board, Philadelphia, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., on shipments made 
prior to January 1, 1935, proposed to be found applicable and 
that on shipments which originated between January 1 and 
July 19, 1935, inclusive, the applicable rate was a commodity 
rate of 15.5 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, plus a penalty of 10 
per cent and any applicable emergency charges. Reparation 
proposed. The penalty would be on account of shipments not 
in conformity with tariff requirements about packing. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission.) 


MC 61616, Missouri Pacific Transportation Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served July 1. 
Certificate recommended, and special or chartered-party opera- 
tions proposed to be authorized. Continuance of operation, 
passengers, baggage and light express, between points in Arkan- 
sas, Colorado, Illinois, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Nebraska, Tennessee, and Texas, over designated routes, and 
newspapers over some of those routes. Transportation of mail 
in the same vehicle with passengers also proposed to be au- 
thorized. 

MC 90373, Sub. No. 1, C. & R. Trucking Co., extension 
of operations. Joint board 67. Served July 1. Permit proposed. 
Petroleum products, in containers, empty containers, and dis- 
play racks between Philadelphia, Pa., and Linden, N. J., and 
specified points in New Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania, 
over regular routes. 

MC 88681, Ewald J. Velder, dba The Velder Line, pas- 
senger operations. Joint board 184. Served July 1. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and mail, express 
and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers between 
O’Neill, Neb., and Bonesteel, S. D., over a_ specified route. 
Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 88433, Dependable Delivery & Storage Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Albert E. Stephan. Served 
July 1. Certificate proposed. Transportation of motor ve- 
hicles, under their own power, Seattle, Wash., to points in 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho and Montana. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 75547, Charles E. Stewart, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner H. P. Boss. Served July 1. Denial of cer- 
tificates recommended. General commodities between Williams- 
port, Pa., on the one hand, and Baltimore, Md., New York, 


N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and Washington, D. C., on the other. © 


Examiner Boss cited Feigenbaum Contract Carrier Application, 
1 M. C. C. 745 in support of his recommendation. 

MC 68669, Sub. No. 1, George H. Eads and Everett E. 
Eads, dba Eads Transfer & Storage Co., extension of opera- 
tions—live stock. Joint board 11. Served July 1. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock between points in Oregon and California, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

MC 44462, Hartley LeRoy Weingartner, common carrier 
application. Examiner W. T. Croft. Served July 1. Denial 
for want of prosecution recommended. Certificate, or permit, 
general commodities between points within a radius of 400 
miles of Anderson, Calif., and particularly from Sacramento 
to Tule Lake, Calif., over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 39063, Sub. No. 2, Union Pacific Stages, Inc., change 
in route. Joint board 172. Served July 1. Certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers and their baggage, express, mail and news- 
papers between Pendleton, Ore., and Stanfield, Ore. Modified 
procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 32146, Sub. No. 1, W. R. Parker, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 45. Served July 1. Certificate proposed. 
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Lumber between points in Hood River County, Ore., and Klicki- 
tat County, Wash., on the one hand, and points in Washington 
and Oregon, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 29960, Sub. No. 1, Gresham Transfer, Inc., extension 
of operations. Joint board 45. Served July 1. Certificate 
proposed. Building material, agricultural products, farm ma- 
chinery, live stock, used furniture and household goods between 
points in Klickitat, Skamania, Clark, Cowlitz, Wahkiakum and 
Pacific counties, Wash., and Multnomah and Clackamas coun- 
ties, Ore., over irregular routes, excluding therefrom any 
service between or within the cities of Portland, Ore., and Van- 
couver, Wash. Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from 
date of service. 

MC 21500, Alva J. P. Barrett, dba Barrett’s Transfer, com- 
mon carrier application, embracing also MC 21501, Same, broker 
application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served July 1. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Continuance of operations, household 
goods, over irregular routes, between points in the commercial 
zone of Washington, D. C., and points in certain states, under 
the grandfather clause. Application for a broker’s license dis- 
missed at request of applicant. 

MC 2825, Newton H. Benscheidt, dba Hutchinson Cider & 
Vinegar Works, contract carrier application. Examiner Reece 
Harrison. Served July 1. Permit recommended. Continuance 
of operation, salt, over irregular routes, Hutchinson, Kan., to 
points in Colorado and Oklahoma. 

MC 1925, Sub. No. 1, Booze Truck Lines, extension of 
operations. Joint board 245. Served July 2. Certificate recom- 
mended. General commodities, with exceptions, between Roan- 
oke, Va., and Ronceverte, W. Va. Modified procedure, no hear- 
ing. Hearing on request. 

MC 2452, Sub. No. 1, John Kozubik, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 21. Served July 2. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities, except those requiring special equipment, 
between North Judson, Ind., and Chicago, Ill. Modified pro- 
cedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. 

MC 15378, Harold M. Cluff, contract carrier application, 
embracing also MC 21144, George Funaro, contract carrier ap- 
plication, and MC 43658, Louis DeMatto, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Roy L. Burge. Served July 2. Permits 
recommended. Continuance of operation, merchandise as is 
dealt in by wholesale, retail and chain grocery and food busi- 
ness houses, and in connection therewith, equipment, materials 
and supplies used in the conduct of such business over irregular 
routes between points in Connecticut, New York, Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire and Vermont. 


MC 19203, Sub. No. 1, E. H. Perry, dba Perry Moving & 
Storage, extension of operations. Joint board 45. Served July 
2. Certificate proposed. Household goods, between Seattle, 
Wash., and points within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand 
and all points in Oregon on the other. Modified procedure, no 
hearing. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 25 days from date of service. 


MC 19594, Central States Truck Terminal, broker applica- 
tion, embracing also MC 36475, Same, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 135. Served July 2. Applicant’s opera- 
tions found not to be those of a common or contract carrier. 
Denial of application recommended, general commodities be- 
tween St. Louis, Mo., and points in the United States. Present 
operations of applicant found not to be those of a_ broker. 
Denial of application recommended, general commodities be- 
tween St. Louis, Mo., and the metropolitan area thereof, and 
various points in the United States. 

MC 29707, Corner’s Service, Inc., extension of operations. 
Joint board 31. Served July 2. Denial of application proposed. 
Permit, petroleum products, Blue Hill, Neb., to Fort Morgan, 
Colo. Operation found to be that of a private carrier for which 
no authority is necessary. 

MC 86216, Philip Shansky, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer A. T. Palmer. Served July 2. Operation found to be 
that of a contract carrier. Permit proposed. Furniture and 
furniture materials between points in New York, Connecticut, 
i mcaeaas New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware and Mary- 
and. 

MC 88754, J. E. Shields, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer G. E. Proudley. Served July 2. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Certificate, farm produce, mill feed, 
fertilizer, shell fish and live stock between points in Virginia, 
Maryland, Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, New York 
and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

MC 88907, C. F. Rowe, dba Rowe Bros. Towing Service, 
common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served July 2. 
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Certificate recommended. Disabled automobiles and trucks 
between Portland, Ore., and all points in Washington. Modified 
procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 93891, Charles P. Luck, dba Charles Luck Forwarding 
Co., common carrier application. Examiner A. F. Borroughs. 
Served July 2. Denial of certificate recommended. Automo- 
biles, trailers and motor trucks, including parts, equipment and 
accessories therefor, by “driveaway” method, between points 
in Pennsylvania, Maryland, New York, Georgia, Minnesota, 
West Virginia, North Carolina, New Hampshire, Tennessee, 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Illinois, Missouri, 
Wisconsin, Indiana, Vermont, Maine, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Michigan, Ohio, Virginia, Kentucky, South Carolina and the 
District of Columbia. 

MC F-545, McCarthy Freight System, Inc., merger, Byrolly 
Transportation Co. Examiner A. Henry Walter. Served July 
2. Approval and authorization recommended of the merger in 
McCarthy Freight System, Inc., of operating rights and prop- 
erty of the Byrolly Transportation Co. The examiner’s recom- 
mendation is subject to the condition that the authority herein 
granted shall be subject to such modification as may be neces- 
sary, following determination of the “grandfather” applica- 
tions filed by McCarthy Freight System, Inc., the Byrolly 
Transportation Co. and Bay State Carloading Co., to insure 
that any dual operating authority held by the surviving com- 
pany as result of the instant transaction shall be consistent 
with the public interest and the policy declared in section 
202(a) of the motor carrier act. 


MC 1020, Sub. No. 1, George K. Werner, Lawrence, Neb., 
extension. Joint board 19. Served July 2. Denial of permit 
recommended. Petroleum products, in bulk, Argentine, Kan., 
to Lawrence, Neb. According to the report, there was no in- 
adequacy of present transportation facilities. 


MC 30275, O. K. Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., common 
carrier application, embracing also MC 37702, O. K. Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., common carrier application, successor to 
Fred Brown, who operated as Brown Truck Line; and MC 
3704, O. K. Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion, successor to Vititow Motor Lines. Examiner Paul A. 
Colvin. Served July 2. Certificate recommended in MC 30275. 
Continuance of operations, uncrated used household goods and 
office furniture and fixtures between points in Arkansas, Okla- 
homa, Kansas, Missouri, Illinois, Tennessee, Texas and Louisi- 
ana; used store fixtures and stocked merchandise between 
stores in Arkansas, Missouri and Oklahoma, within 150 miles 
of Fort Smith, Ark.; explosives, Fort Smith, Ark., Carl Junc- 
tion, Carthage and Atlas, Mo., and Turck, Kan., to locations 
in western Arkansas, southeastern Kansas, eastern Oklahoma 
and western Missouri; and heavy machinery and heavy ‘equip- 
ment between mines and locations in Arkansas and Oklahoma 
within a radius of 150 miles of Fort Smith, Ark. Certificate 
in MC 37702 recommended. Continuance of operations, gen- 
eral commodities, except explosives and used and uncrated 
household goods between Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex., 
and between Hugo and Idabel, Okla. Denial of certificate in 
MC 3704 recommended. Applicant, O. K. Transportation Co., 
Inc., found not to have established bona fide operation of its 
predecessor in interest, Fred Brown, in the period May to No- 
vember, 1936. Continuance of operation, general commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in Oklahoma and Texas. 


MC 88749, Philip McCutchon and Stuart McCutchon co- 
partners, dba Phil & Stuart McCutchon, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served July 6. Permit 
recommended. Bakery products, Williamsport, Pa., to Waverly, 
N. Y., and empty shipping crates on return trips. 

MC 88186, John H. Riggle, common carrier application. 
Joint board 146. Served July 6. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion recommended. Certificate, live stock, Corwith, Ia., and 
points within 15 miles thereof, to Albert Lea and Austin, Minn.; 
farm machinery, mill feeds and binder twine, Albert Lea and 
Austin to Corwith and points within 15 miles thereof; and 
household furniture from Corwith to points in Minnesota, over 
irregular routes. 

MC 86839, Bird & Schram, common carrier application. 
Joint board 136. Served July 6. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. Certificate, general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Titonka, Ia., and points within 50 miles thereof, 
Canton, Chicago, East Moline, Joliet, Moline, Peoria, Rock Falls, 
Rockford, Rock Island, and Sterling, Ill., and Omaha, Neb., 
over irregular routes. 

MC 86377, Sub. No. 1, Richard Harvey Boulter, exten- 
sion of operations. Joint board 29. Served July 6. Certificate 
proposed. Coal, over specified routes, from Wyoming mines 
within 35 miles of Alpine, Wyo., to Pocatello and Ashton, Ida. 
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Modified procedure, no hearing. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 69780, Sub. No. 1, Denver Southern Flyer, Inc., exten- 
sion of operations. Joint board 87. Served July 6. Denial of 
certificate proposed. General commodities between Logan and 
Clovis, N. M., and intermediate points, and between Roy, N. M., 
and junction of New Mexico highways 65 and 39 near Mos- 
quero, N. M. Railroads operating in the same general territory 
opposed grant of the application. 

MC 56328, Sub. No. 1, John V. Kemp, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 257. Served July 6. Permit recommended. 
Finished sole leather from Westfield, Pa., to Boston, Mass., 
and points within a radius of 25 miles of Boston, and mate- 
rials, supplies and machinery used in the manufacture of leather 
from Boston and points within a radius of 25 miles thereof, to 
Westfield. ; 

MC 53925, Neil Garrison, contract carrier application. Joint 
board 147. Served July 6. Application for a permit dismissed 
at request of applicant. Continuance of operation, property 
between points in Iowa. ; 

MC 51009, Thomas Aitchison, Jr., dba Washington Freight 
Brokers, broker application. Examiner Albert E. Stephan. 
Served July 6. License recommended. General commodities, 
between Wenatchee, Wash., on the one hand, and points in 
Washington and Oregon, on the other. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 45192, Sub. No. 1, James E. Merriman & Joseph H. 
Hunter, dba M. & H. Transportation, extension of operations 
—Lima, O. Joint board 117. Served July 6. Application for 
a certificate dismissed at request of applicant. Extension of 
operations, general commodities between Mansfield and Lima, 
O., over a regular route. 

MC 45192, James E. Merriman & Joseph H. Hunter, dba 
M. & H. Transportation, common carrier application. Joint 
board 27. Served July 6. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operations, electrical machinery, appliances, and supplies, 
and materials, equipment and supplies used in the manufac- 
ture, sale, and distribution of such commodities, between Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., and Mansfield, O., over specified routes, and over 
irregular routes, between Pittsburgh and Derry, East Pitts- 
burgh, Trafford and Carnegi, Pa., and between Mansfield and 
Galion and Plymouth, O. 

MC 42614, Sub. No. 4, Chicago & North Western Railway 
Co. (Charles P. Megan, trustee), extension of operations. Joint 
board 149. Served July 6. Certificate recommended. Mail, 
newspapers and express between De Kalb, Ill., and Sycamore, 
Ill., over a specified route. 

MC 30105, Sub. No. 1, Joe Martinelli, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 125. Served July 6. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Trinidad, Colo., 
and Bueyeros and Rosebud, N. M. 


MC 1261, Sub. No. 1, Ellis L. Burgess and Andrew P. Sack, 
dba Burgess & Sack, Nebraska extension. Joint board 19. 
Served July 6. Certificate recommended. Liquid petroleum 
products, in bulk, August, Eldorado, Kansas City, McPherson 
and Wichita, Kan., to Shelby, Waco and Utica, Neb., over 
specified routes. 


MC 88052, Southern Utah Produce Co., common carrier 
application. Examiner W. T. Croft. Served July 6. Denial 
of certificate proposed. General commodities between Los An- 
geles, Calif., and points in southern Utah. The examiner criti- 
cized the course of the applicants in dealing with the Commis- 
sion, saying it had been one of evasion, insistence on techni- 
calities, and flimsy claims. While they might not be guilty 
of willful past violations, said he, they could hardly be said to 
have shown all the cooperation essential under the circum- 
stances. 


MC 13287, Arizona Refrigerator Transportation Co., Inc., 
Ltd., common carrier application. Examiner W. T. Croft. 
Served July 6. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, over specified routes from Los Angeles, 
Long Beach, and Los Angeles Harbor points, Calif., to Phoenix, 
Ariz.; and canned goods and citrus fruit in lots of not less 
than 10,000 pounds from points in Los Angeles, Orange, River- 
side and San Bernardino counties, Calif., on the one hand, over 
specified routes, to Phoenix, Ariz., on the other. Permit recom- 
mended. Meats and packing house products, Tovrea, Ariz., 
over irregular routes to points in southern California. Appli- 
cant’s operation as a common carrier of general commodities, 
with exceptions, in one direction between named points and 
as a contract carrier of meats and packing house products in 
the reverse direction between the same points if a dual opera- 
tion within the meaning of section 210 of the act, said the 
report, found consistent with the public interest and the policy 
of Congress declared in section 202. 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. No. M-387, the Commission has suspended 
from June 30 until September 28, the operations of certain 
schedules published in supplements 112 and 120 to tariff MF 
I. C. C. No. 75 and supplement 21 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 94 
of Agent W. M. Miller and others. The suspended schedules 
propose to cancel less-truckload commodity rates on macaroni, 
noodles, spaghetti or vermicelli from Gretna, La., New Orleans, 
La., and Mobile, Ala., to certain points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Mississippi, and Tennessee, permitting class rates to apply 
thereafter. An illustrative proposal is to publish a class rate of 
50 cents a hundred pounds on macaroni, noodles, spaghetti or 
vermicelli, in bulk in boxes, from Mobile, Ala., to Laurel, Miss., 
in lieu of the present less-truckload commodity rate of 35 cents. 

In I. and S. No. M-388, the Commission has suspended from 
July 2 until September 30, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 1 to MF I. C. C. No. 8 of the 
Transport Corporation of Virginia (Epes Transport System, van 
division) of Blackstone, Va. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new and reduced commodity rates on foil, aluminum, 
lead, lead and tin combined, tin or zinc, with or without paper, 
paperboard or pulpboard back, less-truckload, and truckload, 
minimum weight 12,000 pounds, between points in North Caro- 
lina and Virginia. The present rates are class and commodity 
rates. The following is illustrative: 

Between Winston-Salem, N. C., and Richmond, Va. 


(Rates in Cents per 100 Pounds) 
Present 





Proposed 
LTL TL LTL TL 
94* 61*7 35 30§ 
Tt* 50*7 35 30§ 
40t 34f§ 35 30§ 
LTL—Less-than-truckload. 
TL—tTruckload. 


*Class rates applicable on foil of varying description. 

7 Minimum weight 14,000 pounds. 

t Commodity rates on foil, lead, tin and zinc, backed with paper. 
§ Minimum weight 12,000 pounds. 


In I. and S. No. M-389, the Commission has suspended from 
July 2 until September 30, the operation of all schedules as 
published in supplement No. 206 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 4 of 
D. T. Waring, agent. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new truckload or volume commodity rates on iron 
and steel articles, subject to a minimum weight of 20,000 
pounds, from Lebanon, Pa., to various points in New Jersey 
and New York, applicable only via T. C. Heffelfinger, Estate. 
The present rate are class rates, ranging from third to fifth 
class. The following is illustrative: iron and steel articles, 
rates in cents a 100 pounds: A rate of 15 cents from Lebanon, 
Pa., to Camden, N. J., a presently applicable third class rate 
is - cents and a presently applicable fifth class rate is 21 
cents. 

In I. and S. No. M-390, the Commission has suspended 
from July 5 until October 3, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplements Nos. 52, 37 and 34 to tariffs MF 
I. C. C. Nos. B-106, B-107 and B-110, respectively, of W. L. 
Meyers, agent, and supplements Nos 35, 29 and 23 to MF I. 
C. C. Nos. 53, 55 and 56, respectively, of Transamerican Freight 
Lines, Inc. The suspended schedules propose to establish new 
mixed truckload commodity rates on paints and articles ordi- 
narily grouped therewith, also to include various commodities 
not usually shown in the paint list, such as denatured alcohol, 
animal dip, beta napthol, synthetic gums and resins, in lots 
of 20,000 pounds, between Kensington, Ill., on the one hand, 
and Detroit, Mich., and Cleveland, O., on the other, and include 
not more than three deliveries at no extra charge; in lieu of 
present class or commodity rates. An illustrative proposal is 
to reduce the present rate of 32 cents a hundred pounds on a 
minimum of 20,000 pounds on denatured alcohol, in mixed 
truckloads with paints, etc., from Detroit, Mich., to Kensington, 
Ill., to 29 cents on the same minimum. 

In I. and S. No. M-391, the Commission has suspended 
from July 5 until October 3, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in Item 335-C of supplement No. 19 to tariff 
MF I. C. C. No. 1 of Continental Transportation Lines, Inc., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. The suspended schedules propose to establish 
a reduced commodity rate of 42 cents a 100 pounds on mixed 
truckloads of groceries, grocer’s supplies, butcher’s supplies, 
and baker’s supplies, as described in the tariff, minimum 
weight 16,000 pounds, from New York, N. Y., to Pittsburgh, 
Pa.; in lieu of the present rate of 46 cents. 

In I. and S. No. M-392, the Commission has suspended 
from July 5 until October 3, the operation of all schedules 
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as published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 29 of Motor Express, 
Inc., Cleveland, O. The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish new and reduced commodity rates on paper and paper 
articles, viz.: Cover paper; printing paper, other than news- 
print, not printed nor imprinted; writing paper; loose leaf 
fillers; paper scratch pads, with or without backs, plain or 
ruled, in straight or mixed shipments subject to minimum 
weights of 5,000, 10,000 and 20,000 pounds from Erie, Pa., to 
various points in Ohio. The following is illustrative on paper 
and paper articles from Erie, Pa., to Massillon, O.; rates being 
in cents a 100 pounds: 





Present 








5M 10M 20M -—Proposed——, 
A B A B & D 5M 10M 20M 
59 48 57 46 40 20 29 19 14 





M—tThousand pounds. 

A—Rates on articles rated second class. 

B—Rates on articles rated third class. 

C—Rates on articles rated class F or 55 in truckloads, minimum 
weight 16,000 pounds. 


D—Rates on articles rated 6th class or 27.5 in truckloads, minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds. 


In I. and S. No. M-393, the Commission has suspended 
from July 6 until October 4, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 2 to MF I. C. C. No. 4 of 
Ramus Trucking Line, Inc., Cleveland, O. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a reduced mileage commodity 
rate of 17 cents a 100 pounds on canned goods, food products, 
and groceries, as described, minimum weight 10,000 pounds, 
on distances of 111 miles to 130 miles, inclusive, in lieu of the 
present rate of 19 cents. Tariff applies between Cleveland, O., 
on the one hand, and points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, New 
York and Pennsylvania, on the other. 


N. Y. C. ABANDONMENT 


Examiner J. S. Prichard, in Finance No. 11789, New York 
Central proposed abandonment, has recommended that the 
Commission deny the application of that carrier to abandon 
a branch line extending from Suspension Bridge to Lewiston, 
N. Y., a distance of about 5.26 miles, on a finding that public 
convenience had not been shown to permit the proposed aban- 
donment. Authority to abandon was granted in a prior report, 
224 I. C. C. 190, November 19, 1937, no opposition having been 
made to the application. On application of three towns on 
the line the case was reopened on their representation that 
the published notice of the application to abandon had escaped 
their notice. 

At this hearing the proposed abandonment, the examiner 
said, was opposed by the Lewiston & Youngstown Frontier 
Railway Co., the Canada Steamship Lines, Ltd., the United 
States government through the War Department and by a num- 
ber of business interests served directly or indirectly by the 
branch, said the examiner. 

The branch, constructed in 1837 and operated since 1855 
by the applicant or its predecessors, operates, according to the 
report, through the gorge of the Niagara River and connects 
with the Lewiston & Youngstown Frontier. The latter and the 
branch, the examiner said, formed a continuous line along the 
east side of the Niagara River and provided the sole means of 
rail transportation for Lewiston, Youngstown, Fort Niagara, 
a military reservation and an important farming and fruit 
growing section in western New York. Abandonment of the 
branch, the report said, would result in complete isolation of 
the Frontier Railroad, rendering it practically useless as a 
common carrier. 

The investment cost of the branch, the report said, was 
shown as $758,757, as of August 31, 1937, with a net salvage 
value of $40,850. According to the applicant the branch has 
been operated at a loss for a number of years and there is no 
necessity for it as the territory is well served by motor car- 
riers. The protestants claimed the branch was operated at a 
profit. 


NEW YORK STORAGE CASE 


Seven eastern trunk lines, Baltimore & Ohio, Central of 
New Jersey, D. L. & W., New York Central, Erie, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Lehigh Valley, have filed an appeal to the Supreme 
Court asking that court to reverse the decision of a three- 
judge court in the southern district of New York, sustaining the 
decision of the Commission in Ex Part 104, part 6, pertaining 
to the rental received by those railroads from shippers occupy- 
ing space in railroad warehouses in the New York harbor 
district. The carriers asked the three-judge court to enjoin 
the Commission’s order in that so-called warehouse case, but 
it refused. 
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In substance, the Commission found that the railroads were 
leasing space in their warehouses at less than cost or at non- 
compensatory rates and charges. The Commission found an 
indirect violation of section 6 in that those occupying space re- 
ceived the service at less than the charges required to be filed 
under that section, the result being preferential treatment for 
those occupying the space in violation of section 3, while other 
shippers not so favored were discriminated against in violation 
of section 2. 

In the appeal, No. 133, Baltimore & Ohio et al. appellants, 
vs. United States of America and Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, appelles, make the point that the Commission’s order 
requiring the railroads to cease and desist from permitting ship- 
pers to occupy a space in railroad warehouses which fail to 
compensate them for the cost of providing such space is based 
on an error of law in that the basic finding, that appellants 
make concessions by so doing, is erroneous in law and is in- 
sufficient to establish any violation of sections 2, 3 or 6 of the 
interstate commerce act. A like point is made so far as the 
Commission’s order commands the appellants to cease and de- 
sist from storing goods at rates and charges which fail to com- 
pensate them for the cost of providing such storage. 

A further point is that the Commission’s order is invalid 
in that it would deprive the railroads of their property with- 
out due process of law since the cost standard it imposes is 
not supported by any findings that appellants’ failure to get 
such cost results in any rates or charges that are less than 
the reasonable worth as ordinarily measured by the prevailing 
market value. 

Another point made in the appeal is that the order, so 
far as it requires the railroads to cease and desist from the 
performance of “in transit” storage, handling and insurance 
services, is based on an error of law, in that the performance 
of the “in transit” services and the rates and charges there- 
for, are all provided for in tariffs on file with the Commission 
and that therefore, the basic finding that the railroads make 
concessions is erroneous in law and insufficient to establish 
violation of section 2, 3 and 6 of the interstate commerce act. 


TIDEWATER COAL RATES 


Asserting ruin for northern bituminous coal districts would 
follow if tidewater coal rates to Hampton Roads ports were 
reduced without corresponding reductions from the northern 
fields, Eastern Bituminous Coal Association and Western Penn- 
sylvania Coal Traffic Bureau, in a brief in No. 27669, Property 
Owners’ Committee et al. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al., have 
asked, in the event the Commission finds rates from the south- 
ern mines should be reduced, it reopen Central Pennsylvania 
Coal Producers’ Association vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., 196 
I. C. C. 203. In that case the relationship of rates on coal, for 
shipment beyond the ports, according to the brief, the Commis- 
sion found the relationship of rates from the rival northern and 
southern districts not improper. 

Contemporaneously the result, so far as the southern car- 
riers were concerned, said the brief, would be the acquisition 
of additional tonnages of coal to Hampton Roads piers. Even 
conceding that those tonnages and all tonnages to Hampton 
Roads for outside-the-capes deliveries were moved at reduced 
rates, ‘there would nevertheless,” said the brief, ‘continue that 
extraordinary wealth of the southern lines which has so fre- 
quently embarrassed this Commission in recent years.” 

The brief said that if the Commission found that the rates 
on southern coal should be reduced it should withhold any 
orders until further consideration had been by it to the ques- 
tion of the rate relationships as between the southern and the 
northern coal, through reopening of the Central Pennsylvania 
case. 
After calling attention to the steadily increasing use of fuel 
oil and hydro-electric power in New England, the Boston Cham- 
ber of Commerce and New England Traffic League say that 
in their opinion the rates under attack, representing a substan- 
tial part of the delivered cost of coal into New England, must 
come down if the present volume of New England’s southern 
coal business is to be retained and efforts made to regain some 
of the bituminous coal business formerly enjoyed. 

Trunk line and New England carriers assert the crux 
of this case is not the reasonableness of the Hampton Roads 
rate measured by alleged cost of service, as complainants would 
have the Commission believe, but the effect that a reduction in 
the Hampton Roads rate would have on the rates and revenues 
of the northern carriers transporting coal from the northern 
fields in competition with the Hampton Roads coal. Competition 
between Hampton Roads coal and that from the northern fields, 
they declare, is so intense that a reduction in the assailed rate 
would force them to reduce their rates by an equal amount or 
lose the business entirely. Either of those alternatives, they 
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assert, would only serve to reduce the revenues of the northern 
carriers which have already dropped below the irreducible 
minimum necessary to meet the expenses. 

Not only would such a forced reduction tend to intensify 
their precarious financial condition but would also more than 
nullify the rate increases authorized by the traffic with respect 
to this very traffic in Ex Parte 115, in which the Commission 
recognized the inadequacy of the carriers’ revenue, said the 
brief. The brief asserted that the complainants’ allegations of 
injury from competition of other fuels could not serve as a 
basis for reducing the assailed rate, for not only had com- 


plainants totally faled to prove such injury but also the 


record conclusively showed that complainants’ coal tonnage 
had maintained and improved its position in the face of competi- 
tion and depression, and that the only bituminous tonnage that 
had declined was that from the northern fields, which had 
lost both to Hampton Roads coal and other fuels. 

The complainants in their brief asked the Commission to 
make findings among others to the effect that the rates under 
attack had been increased since 1917 in substantially greater 
percentage than had the general level of rates; that the pres- 
ent rates produced revenue substantially in excess of cost of 
transportation plus a reasonable return; that the rates are in 
excess of the value of the service in that because of competi- 
tion with fuel oil and hydro electric power it is impossible for 
producers to ship on such rates and obtain cost of production; 
that coal is unable to continue in competition at the present cost 
of transportation; that the cost of transportation, including a 
fair return, does not exceed $2 a gross ton and is probably 
substantially less than that sum for each of the defendants 
and that the present rates are unreasonable to the extent that 
the rate from the base district exceeds $2 a gross ton; and that 
the failure of the defendants to produce, on request, or to offer 
in evidence figures and information which are readily obtain- 
able creates the presumption that they realize the futility of 
undertaking to justify existing rates by the cost of service. 

Complainants, said their brief, undertook to show that 
while under the existing rates the defendant carriers have made 
“exorbitant profits and enjoyed a prosperity unknown to any 
other carriers in the United States, complainants have been 
compelled to sell their coal in the tidewater market below the 
cost of production and on a lower basis than in all other mar- 
kets combined, and that they have done this year after year to 
try to protect their large investments not only in their mines, 
but in boats, docks and other facilities necessary to the tide- 
water trade.” The brief points out that throughout the hear- 
ings the so-called Pocahontas lines, defendants in this proceed- 
ing, took the position that there was no obligation on them to 
produce any evidence that might aid the complainant, or any 
evidence whatsoever as to the cost of the service. In fact, the 
brief said, they did everything in their power to prevent the 
complainants from obtaining the necessary data to show that 
the rates were unreasonable from the standpoint of the cost of 
the service. 

The Pocahontas lines, in their brief, said the complaint 
should be dismissed. They made six points in their argument 
in support of that proposition. 


The brief said the usual, if not in fact the best, test of the 
reasonableness of rates in comparison with other rates, and 
when applied here, the competitive character of the rates in 
issue was established; that the movement under the assailed 
rates had been in great volume and, increasing in periods of 
prosperity and maintaining its relative position in periods of 
depression, has more than held its own; that strategic location, 
good management and large net income of defendant carriers 
over a period of years afforded no grounds for finding rates 
on tidewater coal unreasonable; that a rate of reduction would 
not improve complainants’ position or diminish the competition 
of bituminous coal with other fuels, that declaration being fol- 
lowed that in any event the Commission had no power to adjust 
economic conditions for which the defendants’ rate adjustment 
was not responsible. 


Another point is that railroad costs cannot be accurately 
ascertained for particular traffic, and estimates thereof has been 
repeatedly rejected as standards for rate making; and 
that the absence of any cost study by defendants is in recogni- 
tion of these and other facts. The final point is that tested by 
complainants’ alleged costs, when properly adjusted, the as- 
sailed rates are shown to be reasonable. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 27972, Yuma County Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & 
S. et al. S. Goldsamt, Inc., permitted to intervene. 

Railway Labor Act Docket No. 7, and Electric Railway Docket No. 
2, C. N. S. & M. Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen 
permitted to intervene. 

No. MC 61506, Sub. No. 1, J. Russell, extension of operations— 
Augusta. Reopened for formal hearing at time and place to be fixed 
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by Commission. Recommended order of April 30 vacated and set aside. 
Petroleum Carrier Corporation permitted to intervene. 

No. 27588, Lust Berg Nast & Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al. 
Proceeding reopened for reconsideration. 

* Finance No. 8480, Kansas City Terminal construction. Time that 
Kansas City Terminal should have completed construction of line of 
railroad extended to December 31. 

No. 27329, Lawrenceville Cooperage Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
Order entered March 28, as subsequently modified to become effective 
July 30, further modified to become effective August 30, on not less 
than 30 days’ notice, instead of July 30. 

No. 27679, Independent Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Petition of intervener, Board of Railroad Commissioners of State of 
North Dakota, concurred in by complainant, requesting an amendment 
and clarification of report and order made and entered December 16, 
1937, 225 I. C. C. 479, assigned for -hearing July 16, 9 o’clock a. m. 
standard time, at the U. S. Court Rooms, Fargo, N. D., before Ex- 
aminer Claude A. Rice. 

1. & S. No. 4438, malt liquors, midwestern points to Pacific coast. 
Petition of New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau for reconsideration and 
petition of Washington Brewers’ Institute and Oregon Brewers’ As- 
sociation, Inc., for reconsideration and reargument, denied. 

MC 271, J. C. Dunbar, contract carrier application. MC 271, J. 
C. Dunar, common carrier application. MC 271, J. C. Dunbar, ex- 
tension of operations. Matters reopened for further hearing. 

MC 2601 and MC 86248, Allan J. Kayser, dba Kayser, dba Kayser 
Transport Co. Applications dismissed on request of applicant. 

MC 19553, Knox Motor Service, Inc., common carrier application. 
MC 19553, Knox Motor Service, Inc., extension of operations. Effec- 
tive date of order of May 16 postponed to July 31. 

MC 73767 and MC 43371, C. H. Johnson and Jack Bradley, dba 
Film Pickup Service, common carrier applications. MC 55427, Sub. No. 
1, C. H. Johnson and Jack Bradley, dba Film Pickup Service, exten- 
sion of operations. Moland Bros. Trucking Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. MC-F-599, Pope Brothers Red Top Cab Co., purchase, Central 
Freight Lines, Inc. (R. E. Andrews, R. R. Williams and Harry Huncke, 
trustees). Illinois-Minnesota Motor Carriers Conference, Inc., per- 
mitted to intervene. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

No. 26510, western-southern class rates. Chesapeake & Ohio, a 
respondent, asks Commission to reconsider and modify its findings 
and order entered April 5, so as to exclude from their requirements, 
all stations on its Big Sandy and Lexington Divisions, except Lexing- 
ton and Winchester. 

Finance No. 11529, Old Colony et al., trustees proposed abandon- 
ment. Protestants ask reargument and reconsideration. 

|. & S. No. 4481, storage cocoa beans in New York district. Re- 
spondent, Pennsylvania railroad, asks Commission to lift order of 
suspension so as to permit proposed tariffs to become effective. 

No. 27491, Creamery Package Manufacturing Co. vs. Alton et al. 
and cases joint with it. Complainants ask reopening, rehearing, re- 
argument and reconsideration. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern cases. Southwestern 
Lines, defendants, ask approval of rate of 122 cents a 100 pounds, 
minimum weight 18,000 pounds for any size car, on cans, salt, fibre- 
board, paper, paperboard or strawboard, with fibreboard, paper, pulp- 
board or strawboard tops or bottoms, set up, from Joliet, Ill., to Grand 


-Saline, Tex. 


No. MC-F-422, Riss & Co., Inc., purchase, Sooner Distributing Co., 
Inc. Applicant asks further hearing. 


No. 27197, Stanolind Pipe Line Co. vs. Alton et al. Southwestern 
carriers, defendants ask that effective date of order dated January 7 
which is now July 30 be postponed indefinitely. 

1. & S. No. 4438, Malt Liquors, midwestern points to Pacific coast. 


California State Brewers Institute, protestant, asks reconsideration of 
decision dated May 31. 


Ex Parte No. 123, reconsideration of disposition of fractions rule 
as applied to grain and grain products. Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of North Dakota and Chamber of Commerce of Fargo, N. D., 
on behalf of producers, shippers and millers of grain in North Dakota 
ask the suspension and investigation of supplement No. 40, Agent 
L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. A-2742, issued to become effective July 15, and 
reopening of Fifteen Per Cent Case, 1937-1938, Ex Parte 123, In the 
Matter of Increases in Rates, Fares and Charges, 226 I. C. C. 41, for 
reconsideration of application of disposition of fractions rule approved 
therein in connection with five per cent increase authorized in line 
haul rates on agriculture products as applied to shipment and trans- 
portation of grain and grain products. 


M. & ST. L. ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in a second supplemental 
report in Finance No. 10911, Minneapolis & St. Louis co- 
receivers’ abandonment, has authorized abandonment of that 
part of a branch line between St. Benedict and Algona, Ia., 
a distance of approximately 8.5 miles. In the prior report, 212, 
I. C. C. 270, the Commission authorized abandonment of opera- 
tions over that part of the branch but did not permit abandon- 
ment because it was part of the line of the M. & St. L. pro- 
posed to be transferred to another carrier in the event the 
Commission granted the prayers in Finance No. 10947 of the 
Associated Railways Co. to acquire the property of the Minne- 
apolis & St. Louis. That proceeding having been disposed of 
the Commission, in this report, said it was apparent that there 
was no public need of the line proposed to be abandoned. 


A 


a 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1938, by West Publishing Co.) 





LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Supreme Court of Mississippi.) The liability of a common 
carrier of inanimate freight is practically that of an insurer 
against loss or injury, except as to loss or injury caused by 
act of God, by public authorities, public enemy, inherent nature 
of goods, or by act or default of owner or shipper. (South- 
eastern Express Co. vs. Namie. 181 So. 515.) 

In action against common carrier for loss of, or injury to, 
goods in transit, carrier has burden of pleading and proving 
that loss or injury was caused by act of God, by public au- 
thorities, public enemy, inherent nature or quality of goods, 
or by act or default of owner or shipper.—Ibid. 

The plaintiff in action for loss or injury to shipment of 
inanimate freight or express is not required to allege or prove 
negligence on part of carrier.—Ibid. 

A plaintiff who has alleged and proved facts essential to 
a recovery is entitled to judgment.—Ibid. 

A plaintiff is not required to allege or prove more than 
is essential to a recovery, and any unnecessary allegations will 
be treated as surplusage.—Ibid. 

A recovery may be had in contract where it is supported 
by allegations and proof, notwithstanding that declaration 
sounded in tort. Code 1930, Sec. 521.—Ibid. 

Facts not essential to plaintiff’s case need not be alleged 
or proved, but if they are alleged, failure of proof thereof 
will not affect right of recovery.—Ibid. 

Facts not essential to plaintiff's case when alleged and 
attempted to be proved must be proved, even though it would 
otherwise have been unnecessary either to allege or to prove 
them.—Ibid. 

A shipper suing carrier for damages to shipment of skunk 
pelts in transit was required only to prove that goods were 
delivered to carrier properly packed and in good condition and 
that they were delivered by carrier to consignee in a worth- 
less or damaged condition, and fact that shipper failed to prove 
unnecessary allegations of carrier’s negligence in handling ship- 
ment did not preclude shipper from recovering.—Ibid. 

Where carrier sued for damage to shipment of skunk pelts 
or furs in transit claimed that damage was caused by inherent 
vices in that maggots were present in fur sacks, reviewing court 
was required to accept preponderant testimony of witnesses who 
were believed by jury and who testified that maggots do not 
damage furs.—lIbid. 

Where damage to shipment of skunk pelts in transit had 
been sufficiently proved as to amount, carrier was liab’e for 
damage, notwithstanding that cause of damage could not be 
dependably ascertained from transcript.—Ibid. 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1938, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIER 


(District Court, N. D. California, S. D.) The enforcement 
of State Use Tax Act by imposition of such tax on storage 
use of materials solely for railway company’s current repairs 
and renewals and necessary extensions of its intermingled in- 
terstate and intrastate enterprise and plant will not be enjoined 
as imposing direct or undue burden on its interstate commerce 
business, though such use is use in interstate commerce. St. 
Cal. 1935, p. 1297. (Southern Pac. Co. vs. Corbett et al., 23 
Fed. Supp. 193.) 

(Supreme Court, Appellate Division, First Department.) 
A mere employe of a transportation company cannot be prose- 
cuted for operating a bus on an unapproved route unless the 
employe has exercised a choice to violate the requirement with 
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full knowledge thereof. Public Service Law, Sec. 56, subd. 2; 
Sec. 61, subd. 13. (People vs. McCue, 4 N. Y. Supp. (2d) 617.) 

A mere chauffeur of a transportation company was not 
an “officer or agent” of transportation company within mean- 
ing of statute authorizing prosecution of an officer or agent for 
v-olation of statute prohibiting operation of a bus on an unap- 
proved route. Public Service Law, Sec. 56, subd. 2; Sec. 61, 
subd. 13.—Ibid. 

A transportation company which operates its buses along 
an unauthorized route as an incident to its usual business, as 
distinguished from a mere isolated departure, caused by neces- 
sity, for repairs or gasoline or garage service, is subject to 
operation of prohibitory statute, though the buses did not at 
the moment actually carry passengers, as the company would 
be operating the buses for the “purpose of carrying passengers 
for hire’ within meaning of the statutes. Public Service Laws, 
Sec. 2, subd. 28, Sec. 56; Sec. 61, subd. 13.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Nebraska.) One hauling milk and 
cream for a group of farmers under an oral agreement, and 
at time soliciting farmers, to haul milk and cream from farm; 
to designated dairy and creamery, and returning empty cans 
to farms, was engaged in hauling “agricultural commodities” 
within act providing that no provision of act or order of State 
Railway Commission shall apply to motor vehicles used ex- 
clusively in carrying for hire live stock or agricultural com- 
modities to and from any farm or ranch. Comp. St. Supp. 
1937, Sec. 75-224(d). (Rodgers vs. Nebraska State Ry. Com- 
mission, 279 N. W. Rep. 800.) 

All things are considered as “farming products” or “agri- 
cultural products” which have a situs of their production upon 
the farm and which are brought into condition for uses of 


society by labor of those engaged in agricultural pursuits as 
contradistinguished from manufacturing or other industrial 
pursuits. The term “agriculture” is broader in meaning than 
“farming,” and while it includes the preparation of soil, the 
planting of seeds, the raising and harvesting of crops and all 
their incidents, it also includes dairying. 


A person hauling milk and cream in trucks for a group 
of farmers under an oral agreement and at time solicitinz 
farmers to haul milk and cream from farms to designated 
dairy and creamery, and returning empty cans to farms, title 
to milk and cream remaining in farmers until delivered to 
dairy and creamery, and hauler being paid by creamery and 
dairy twice each month, was not a “common carrier” but a 
“contract carrier,’ within act relating to jurisdiction of State 
Railway Commission over common and contract carriers. Comp. 


St. Supp. 1937, Secs. 75-223, 75-225; Const. art. 4, Sec. 20.— 
Ibid. 


A “common carrier” is one whose occupation is transpor- 
tation of persons or things from place to place for hire or re- 
ward, and who holds himself out to the world as ready and 
willing to serve the public indifferently in particular line or 
department in which he is engaged; the true test being whether 
the given undertaking is a part of the business engaged in by 
the carrier which he has held out to the general public as his 
occupation, rather than the quantity or extent of the business 
actually transacted or the manner and character of the con- 
veyances used in the employment. The true test of the char- 
acter of a party as to whether he is a “common carrier” or 
not is his duty and obligation with reference to transportation, 
whether it is optional with him whether he will or will not 
carry or must carry for all, and, if it is his legal duty to carry 
for all alike, then he is subject to all those stringent rules 
which have long since been adopted and uniformly enforced 
upon common carriers. 


Provision of act exempting from orders of State Railway 
Commission motor vehicles used exclusively in carrying for 
hire live stock or agricultural commodities or other commodities 
used in production of agricultural products to and from any 
farm or ranch was not unreasonable or arbitrary, but based 
on permissible classification. Comp. St. Supp. 1937, Sec. 75-224 
(d).—Ibid. 


The plenary power of State Railway Commission may only 
be curtailed or dimin’shed when Legislature has by specific 
legislation occupied the field. Const. art. 4, Sec. 20.—Ibid. 


The Legislature may delegate power to Railway Commis- 
sion to regulate contract carriers, where contract carriage 
and common carriage are so interdependent that public may 
not continue to have a safe and dependable transportation 
system unless contract carrier operating on same roads with 
common carriers are brought under just and reasonable regu- 
lations. Comp. St. Supp. 1937, Sec. 75-222.—Ibid. 

Act regulating common and contract carriers in intra- 
state commerce on public highways of state in interests of 
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public convenience and safety is valid. Comp. St. Supp. 1937, 
Sec. 75-222 et seq.—Ibid. ; 

As respects validity of act regulating contract carriers 
and providing for regulatory fee to be paid by such carriers 
for purpose of assisting in administration of act, such act 
stands upon a different footing than a provision requiring 
tax to be paid by carrier for construction and maintenance 
of highways or a provision requiring a carrier to file a bond 
or other undertaking for any negligence that might occur 
on part of carrier in operating on highways. Comp. St. Supp. 
1937, Sec. 75-226.—Ibid. : 

A contract carrier who by oral agreement hauled milk 
and cream in trucks for a group of farmers to a designated 
creamery and dairy over state highways inaccesible for rail 
transportation, and who returned empty cans to farmers, title 
of milk and cream remaining in farmers until delivered and 
contract carrier being paid twice monthly by dairy and 
creamery, and who at times solicited farmers to haul milk 
and cream, but was engaged in hauling no other commodities, 
was entitled to exemption of payment of regulatory fee under 
provision exempting from orders of Railway Commission 
motor vehicles used exclusively in carrying for hire agricul- 
tural commodities to and from any farm. Comp. St. Supp. 
1937, Sec. 75-224(d).—Ibid. 

(Court of Appeals of Kentucky.) 

Under statute, locomotives must be equipped with the 
most effectual spark arresters in practical use, and the equip- 
ment must be kept in good order. Ky. St., Sec. 782. (Louis- 
ville & N. R. Co. vs. Bean. Same vs. Hord. 116, S. W. Rep. 
(2d), 989.) ; 

A railroad complying with the law in regard to equip- 
ment cannot be held liable for fire without proof of negligent 
operation. Ky. St., Sec. 782.—Ibid. 

Negligence of railroad with respect to fire in operation 
of train prevents exemption from liability notwithstanding 
compliance with law regarding equipment. Ky. St., Sec. 782. 
—Ibid. 

Liability of railroad for damage caused by fire may be 
established by circumstantial evidence.—Ibid. 

“Circumstantial evidence” in respect to liability of rail- 
road for fire damage is evidence of facts warranting infer- 
ence of negligence in operation or failure to provide statutory 
spark arrester and in addition that fire originated as a conse- 
quence. Ky. St., Sec. 782.—Ibid. 

Evidence of fires ignited by railroad engines other than 
one claimed to have caused fire under consideration is ad- 
missible as tending to show negligent habit or custom.—Ibid. 

Evidence of other fires ignited by railroad engines in re- 
buttal of claim that equipment satisfied statute without proof 
of negligent operation is insufficient to justify submission to 
jury. Ky. St., Sec. 782.—Ibid. 

Proof that fire started shortly after train passed is not 
sufficient to make out prima facie case against railroad.— 
Ibid. 


The liability of railroad for damage caused by fire is not 
an issue for the jury unless property owner proves that engine 
was improperly equipped with spark arresters or that though 
properly equipped, engine was negligently operated, and that 
fire resulted therefrom. Ky. St., Sec. 782.—Ibid. 

A property owner who seeks to recover damages result- 
ing from fire allegedly caused by sparks from locomotive must 
offer some probative testimony showing defective equipment 
or improper operation, since mere fact of fire, even though 
produced by sparks is not sufficient to create presumption 
of negligence. Ky. St., Sec. 782.—Ibid. 


In action for property damage from fire allegedly caused 
by sparks from locomotive, where engine was_ properly 
equipped with spark arresters, evidence which established 
that fire was discovered shortly after train had passed but 
which failed to give direct proof that fire originated from the 
train and failed to establish negligent operation thereof did 
not warrant submission of case to jury. Ky. St., Sec. 782. 
-—Ibid. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 12092. Baltimore & Ohio asks authority to reacquire 
the right to operate over the line of the Pittsburgh & Lake Erie be- 
tween McKeesport and New Castle Junction, Pa., a distance of about 
58 miles. Applicant, according to the application, was granted au- 
thority in February, 1935, to operate under trackage rights over the 
line of the Pittsburgh & Lake Erie, under the form of an agreement, 
which agreement now has terminated. 

MC F-609. Acme Freight Lines, Inc., Jacksonville, Fla., asks au- 
thority to purchase the property and operating rights of Barber Trans- 
portation Co. 

MC F-610. Rochard G. Spitzer, dba Rio Grande Truck Lines, 
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Albuquerque, N. M., asks authority to purchase permit MC 4392 from 
H. Howe, dba El Paso Arizona Motor Freight Lines. 

Finance No. 12093. Southern Railway Co. asks authority to aban- 
don its branch line extending from Hodges to Abbeville, S. C., a 
distance of approximately 11.6 miles. The line marked for abandon- 
ment, according to the application, is being operated at a loss. 

Finance No. 12094. Boston & Maine asks authority to abandon 
a part of its so-called central Massachusetts branch in Clinton, Mass., 
a distance of about one mile. According to the application, there is 
a highway bridge near the middle of the line which applicant has 
been ordered to rebuild at a substantial expense, and which will not 
be needed if rail service is abandoned. 

Finance No. 12095. Illinois Terminal asks authority to abandon 
its Litchfield branch line between Staunton and a point near Litch- 
field, Ill., a distance of approximately 15.25 miles. According to the 
application, the line marked for abandonment operated at an average 
monthly deficit of $4.59.03. It would cost $30,000 within the next two 
years to put the line in good operating condition, continued the ap- 
plication. 

MC F-611. Amarillo Pecos Valley Truck Lines, Inc., Amarillo, 
Tex., asks authority to purchase the properties of the Rainbow Truck 
Lines, Inc. 

MC F-612. George C. Lebeck, Los Angeles, Calif., asks authority 
to purchase all the operating rights owned by the Rainbow Truck 
Lines, Inc., from Albuquerque, N. M., to Raton, N. M. 

MC F-613. Lubbock-El Paso Motor Freight, Inc., Lubbock, Tex., 
asks authority to purchase the operating rights from Amarillo-Pecos 
Valley Truck Lines, Inc., Clovis to Portales, to Hobbs, N. M., and 
Jal, N. M., and intermediate points. 

MC F-614. El Paso-Pecos Valley Truck Lines, El Paso, Tex., asks 
authority to acquire control of certain parts of Rainbow Truck Lines, 
Inc. 

MC F-615. A. R. Dalby, dba Dalby Motor Freight Lines, Lubbock, 
Tex., asks authority to purchase operating rights from Amarillo, Tex., 
to Denver, Colo., from Amarillo Pecos Valley Truck Line, Inc. 

MC F-616. Gray Line Motor Tours, Inc., New York, N. Y., asks 
authority to purchase the stock of the Royal Blue Sightseeing Corp. 

Finance No. 12096. Los Angeles & Salt Lake and Union Pacific 
ask authority to abandon a part of their Glendale branch in Los 
Angeles, Calif., a distance of about 2.46 miles; to operate under 
trackage rights over the line of the Southern Pacific for a distance 
of approximately 2.65 miles of double track main line; along the 
east bank of the Los Angeles River; to construct and operate a track 
approximately 1,345 feet in length connecting their own tracks with 
those of the Southern Pacific; also to construct a track approximately 
390 feet in length connecting the Southern Pacific’s spur serving the 
Taylor Milling Co. with the Union Pacific Spur serving the same in- 
dustry. The City of Los Angeles is proposing certain major street 
improvements, and part of the branch line will interfere with the 
proposal, said the application. The City of Los Angeles, continued 
the application, has agreed to reimburse the applicants for the cost, 
up to a total of $76,000, for removing the present tracks, and for 
purchasing right of way for and constructing track connections neces- 
sary to reach the Southern Pacific’s tracks. 

Finance No. 12097. Norfolk & Western asks authority to abandon 
its Lewis Creek branch, extending about 9.1 miles in a northerly 
direction from Lewis Creek Branch Junction in Russell county, Va. 
The branch no longer produced traffic in forest products, coal opera- 
tions had been discontinued, and the only traffic left was passenger, 
express and merchandise freight, and the volume was not sufficient 
to justify maintenance and operation of the branch, said the applica- 
tion. 

MC F-617. Nevin Midland Lines, and Nevin Transit, Inc., Wash- 
ington, D. C., jointly asks authority to obtain approval of a merger 
of Nevin Transit, Inc., into Nevin Midland Lines, the name of the 
latter carrier changed to Eastern Trails, Inc. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. No. 12046, Arlington & Fairfax Auto 
Railroad Company proposed extension of operation, dismissing applica- 
tion for authority to extend its operation between Rosslyn, Va., and 
Washington, D. C., approved. 


INCREASED FREIGHT RATES 


The Public Service Commission of South Carolina has 
extended the effective date of the 10 per cent increase author- 
ized in rates on asphalt in South Carolina to July 31. The 
increase was to have become effective July 1. The extension 
was ordered to permit completion of shipments of asphalt 
bought at prices based on the rates effective before July 1. 

The Commission, on petition of Texas lines, in No. 28055, 
increases on Texas freight rates and charges, has instituted 
an investigation into the lawfulness of the rates the Texas lines 
are required, under orders of the Texas commission, to main- 
tain on a level lower the corresponding interstate rates au- 
thorized in Ex Parte 123. 

The proceeding has been assigned for hearing before Ex- 
aminer Archer, at 9 o’clock a. m., Austin, Tex., Stephen F. 
Austin Hotel, July 25; El Paso, Tex., Paso Del Norte Hotel, 
August 1; and Harlingon, Tex., Hotel Reese Wilmond, August 5. 

The Texas lines asked the Commission to issue an order 
directing the elevation of all intrastate class and commodity 
rates and charges in Texas, including differential territory rates, 
carload and less than carload, to the same extent that in- 
creases in the corresponding interstate rates were authorized in 
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Ex Parte 123. The Texas lines alleged that the Texas commis- 
sion denied any increase on many commodities including, among 
others, rates on fruits, melons and vegetables, cottonseed and 
cottonseed products, hay and articles taking the same rates, 
newsprint paper and sand, gravel, crushed stone, asphalt rock 
and related commodities and live stock. They asserted that 
the increases allowed by the Texas commission were substan- 
tially less in many instances than those approved by the Com- 
mission on interstate traffic and limited the increases to expire 
December 31, 1939. 

A meeting of railroad traffic executives, called for Chicago 
July 6 by the Association of American Railroads, was post- 
poned to July 20 and will be held at Washington, D. C. The 
purpose for which the meeting was called was to consider the 
rate situation growing out of Ex Parte 123 (see Traffic World, 
July 2, p. 17). 


OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATION 


The Commission has issued show cause orders as to two 
lists of old decisions, the maintenance part of the orders in 
which, it is suggested, might well be vacated. It has set August 
1 as the date on which those who object to vacation shall show 
cause why the orders should stand as issued. Replies to any 
return made to show cause orders are to be filed not later 
than August 22. One list is headed by No. 7304, City of Mem- 
phis et al. vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific et al., 39 I. C. C. 
26.6 LCCiLéLcdk ee SLC ase TLC Cc 
aiAiL.LcckmwwLcact ws iwc Cc. a, 
I. C. C. 247, 157 I. C. C. 498, and 213 I. C. C. 559, and the 
other by No. 11275, Carnegie Steel Co. vs. Director General, 
Pittsburgh & Ohio Valley et al., 80 I. C. C. 269 and 101 I. C. C. 
638. 

The Commission has vacated the maintenance part of out- 
standing orders in a list of cases beginning with No. 10011, 
Birmingham Traffic Bureau vs. St. Louis-San Francisco et al., 
reported in 68 I. C. C. 108, and ending with No. 12852, Farmers 
Elevator Co. of Southern Lake County, Ind., vs. C. I. & L. 
et al., reported in 68 I. C. C. 159, except as to No. 10128, Lum- 
ber Carload Minima, reported in 68 I. C. C. 98 and 56 I. C. C. 
318. The Western Pine Association and West Coast Lumber- 
men’s Association, according to the Commission’s order, made 
certain allegations and requested that the outstanding order 
in that case be continued in full force and effect. Those repre- 
sentations were made in compliance with a show cause of 
April 15. That order of April 15 has been vacated and set 
aside so far as it pertains to No. 10128. 


PIPE LINE VALUATIONS 


The Commission, by division 1, in valuation docket No. 
1213, Atlas Pipe Line Co., Inc., 47 Val. Rep. 800-824, has found 
the final value for rate-making purposes of the property of 
that company, owned and used for common-carrier purposes, 
to be $1,400,000, as of December 31, 1934; of property owned 
ot not used, $402,500; and of property used but not owned, 

1,344. 

In valuation docket No. 1216, Pure Oil Pipe Line Co., 47 
Val. Rep. 788-799, the Commission, by division 1, has found the 
final value for rate-making purposes of the property of that 
company, owned and used for common carrier purposes, to be 
$80,000, as of December 31, 1934. 


RAIL STOCK HELD WORTHLESS 


In No. 88439, William L. Taylor vs. Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, the Board of Tax Appeals has held that the 
preferred stock of the Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville be- 
came worthless on the day trustees in bankruptcy were ap- 
pointed by the court. The board said that the appointment o 
trustees in bankruptcy constituted an “identifiable event”; and 
that holders of the stock could deduct a loss in 1933 by reason 
of the worthlessness of the stock. 


ERIE REORGANIZATION 


. The Nypano Railroad Co., a part of the Erie system, owner 
of the railroad from Salamanca, N. Y., to Dayton, O., in Fi- 
nance No. 11915, Erie Railroad Co. reorganization, has filed a 
petition for reorganization under section 77 of the national 
bankruptcy act. It filed with the Commission a copy of a 
petition for reorganization it had submitted to the federal 
court for the northern district of Ohio, eastern division. 

In addition to the mileage from Salamanca to Dayton, the 
petitioner has lines extending from Cleveland to Lisbon, O., 
Newcastle and Oil City, Pa., and elsewhere, all forming the 
part of the Erie system. The applicant leased its entire railroad 
to the Erie for 99 years, commencing April 1, 1896. 
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The applicant holds under lease, dated March 9, 1917, the 
Cleveland & Mahoning Valley Railroad Co. line, the agreement 
between the Cleveland & Mahoning Valley and the petitioner 
being to pay an annual rental of $550,967.38 and also $8,000 
a year on account of federal or state income taxes. The peti- 
tion alleges that the rent has not been paid in monthly install- 
ments as provided for by the lease and that the petitioner now 
owes $275,483.69 unpaid rent and is without funds to pay that 
sum. 


MILK AND CREAM RATES 


The Beatrice Creamery Co., Chicago, Ill., has asked the 
Commission to deny the petition of certain railroads for au- 
thority to readjust and increase rates on milk and cream in 
passenger service, dated June 1. The creamery company says 
that the inconsistencies in the present rate structure, if any, 
are not to result of any outstanding order of the Commission 
but are brought about by the carriers’ method of publishing 
the rates on milk and cream. 

It is further pointed out in the answer that the petition- 
ing railroads represent only part of the carriers, handling only 
a part of the traffic. The creamery company says they have 
asked the Commission to approve something that a majority 
of the carriers do not favor. The answer observes that the 
carriers concluded that the milk and cream traffic could not 
bear any increase in rates and definitely eliminate rates on 
milk and cream from Ex Parte 115 and Ex Parte 123. 

According to the creamery company, the rates proposed 
will localize the movement of milk and cream and that the 
producer will only be able to market his products where the 
eastern carriers want it marketed. It further asserts a great 
quantity of cream that is now hauled long distances to east- 
ern markets will be dumped on the already distressed cream- 
eries in the western producing market. Incidentally, the 
creamery company said, much of this local transportation would 
be diverted to trucks and that there was grave danger if the 
proposed long haul rates were permitted to become effective 
of a larger proportion of all the milk and cream traffic being 
diverted to trucks in the territory affected. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 


The Baltimore & Ohio, in Finance No. 12098, has asked the 
Commission’s approval for an RFC loan of $6,000,000 to mature 
September 1, 1942, to be made in two installments of $3,000,000 
each, on or about July 15 and August 15. According to the 
application, the loan would put the Baltimore & Ohio in a 
position to maintain its property to the present standards of 
efficiency, avoid the reduction of maintenance forces to the 
extent which might otherwise be required, and continue the 
employment in maintenance forces of about 5,700,000 man 
hours for a period of not less than three months. 

As security for the loan, applicant offers its equity in all 
securities pledged or which might be pledged with the RFC 
for loans made or which might be made. 

The applicant said that in addition to the collateral speci- 
fied by the Commission in Finance No. 11891, of January 6, 
1938, for a loan of $8,233,000 to be used in maintenance work, 
there had been pledged with the RFC the obligations of sub- 
sidiaries or affiliates which were listed, making the total face 
value of obligations of the applicant, now held by the RFC, 
$87,685,578.44. This application for a loan dated July 5, it is 
believed, was referred to by Chairman Jones, of the RFC, in 
his press conference of July 6 (elsewhere in this issue), when 
he said that the RFC had been expecting applications of this 
sort. 


COTTONSEED CAKE AND MEAL RATE 


The Nueces County Navigation District No. 1, of Texas, 
has filed a joint petition with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and the Maritime Commission requesting suspension 
of a rate on cottonseed cake and meal in item No. 4600D of 
Supplement 51 to Agent W. J. Sedgman’s I. C. C. 237 and S. B. 
15, and item 2400G of Supplement 18 to Bull Steamship Line 
Tariff BL-76, I. C. C. 87 and S. B. 116, published to become 
effective July 15. The petition alleges that the present rate 
on those commodities, in packages, carloads, minimum weight 
40,000 pounds, from Corpus Christi, Tex., to Baltimore, Md., 
Boston, Mass., New Bedford, Mass., and Norfolk, Va., of 20 
cents a hundred pounds is proposed to be increased to 25 cents. 
That, if allowed to become effective it is asserted Texas will 
place shippers at a disadvantage in competition with producers 
and shippers at the port of New Orleans. 

The petition asserts that a proportional rate of 20 cents, 
carried in item 4280B of Supplement 45 to Sedgman’s I. C. C. 
238 and S. B. 16, from New Orleans, La., to Atlantic coast ports 
affords the shippers using that port an advantage over those 
using Corpus Christi. 
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RAIL INCOME STATISTICS 


Class I railways in April, 1938, had a deficit in net income 
of $33,483,079 as compared with a net income of $3,823,704 
in April, 1937, and a deficite of $139,796,871 for the four 
months ended with April, 1938, as compared with a net income 
of $19,214,427 for the four months ended with April, 1937, 
according to the Commission’s monthly statement prepared 
by its Bureau of Statistics on selected income and balance 
sheet items. Detailed statistics follow: 


For the four months of 


Income Items 1938 1937 
1. Net railway operating income ........ $ 28,791,803 $ 195,872,532 
ee ee eee ee 43,995,457 44,556,521 
3. ce ck eu khu ken cama 72,787,260 240,429,053 
4. Miscellaneous deductions from income.. 8,455,070 7,239,392 
S. Income available for fixed charges ... 64,332,190 233,189,661 
6. Fixes charges: 
6-01. Rent for leased roads and 
re reer ee 41,253,673 49,235,226 
6-02. Interest deductions .......... 157,963, 787 159,696,114 
6-03. Other deductions ............ 858,607 925,233 
6-04. Total fixed charges ...... 200,076,067 209,856,573 
% Income after fixed charges ........ 135,743,877* 23,333,088 
Re a 4,052,994 4,118,661 
9. PR, 5.5 Cotbed ncey 6h hobes > s 139,796,871* 19,214,427 
10. Depreciation (Way and Structures and 
OS ES ee rere ae 67,136,783 64,915,628 
11. Federal income taxes ................. 3,832,774 11,352,108 
12. Dividend appropriations: 
12-01. On common stock .......... 18,386,080 24,928,776 
12-02. On preferred stock ......... 4,546,903 4,915,812 


Balance at end of April 
Selected Asset Items 1938 1937 


13. Investments in stocks, bonds, etc., other 
than those of affiliated companies (To- 











Ske NE OPED. Sona ccvesscedeissde $ 652,620,728 $ 688,989,703 
———————————— 
SESE. Scpccb wher Seb AN eee ER ERE Ewa eabes 305,933,149 468,374,609 
15. Demand loans and deposits ........... 8,010,846 7,909,876 
16. Time drafts and deposits ............. 19,674,157 43,113,460 
Bay NE IU on noes ct axscsaesonves en 57,441,076 270,492,746 
18. Loans and bills receivable ............ 3,766,100 9,278,286 
19. Traffic and car-service balances receiv- 
Je SR a ee ee oe eee 47,966,525 63,803,998 
20. Net balance receivable from agents and 
DS Th cs cis be cin ce cbhebases aa 37,439,845 51,892,391 
21. Miscellaneous accounts receivable ..... 133,647,530 149,013,107 
22. Materials and supplies ................. 374,093,066 365,285,211 
23. Interest and dividends receivable ..... 21,645,570 25,931,517 
ee 1,454,083 1,913,996 
a SOUUOOT GUTTORE DOORS. .......0.00ccecdcccce 4,155,294 6,915,988 
26. Total current assets (items 14 
| SARA eee eer $1,015,227,241 $1,463,925,185 
Balance at end of April 
Selected Liability Items 1938 1937 
27. Funded debt maturing within 6 months{$ 212,561,395 $ 211,544,695 
aa) OC 
28. Loans and bills payablet ............. 231,794,250 200,174,997 
29. Traffic and car-service balances payable. 63,756,174 81,511,610 
30. Audited accounts and wages payable .. 245,822,203 253,554,272 
31. Miscellaneous accounts payable ....... 57,913,757 126,029,494 
32. Interest matured unpaid .............. 710,168,375 575, 705,580 
33. Dividends matured unpaid ............ 2,576,921 1,956,416 
34. Funded debt matured unpaid ......... 522,651,236 479,092,548 
35. Unmatured dividends declared ......... 1,364,969 1,649,433 
36. Unmatured interest accrued ........... 95,782,804 103,730,375 
37. Unmatured rents accrued ............. 34,552,512 36,194,390 
38. Other current liabilities ............... 20,997,721 28,850,430 
39. Total current liabilities (items 
ee OED cick exe cannes ee $1,987,380,922 $1,888,449,545 
40. Tax liability (Account 771): 
40-01. U. S. Government taxes ........ $ 53,550,022 $ 127,335,446 
40-02. Other than U. S. Government 
PN eaknns oak wdns See ckan bait sors 137,352,954 125,631,222 


tIncludes payments which will become due on account of principal 
of long-term debt (other than that in Account 764, Funded debt ma- 
tured unpaid) within six months after close of month of report. 


fIncludes obligations which mature not more than 2 years after 
date of issue. 


*Deficit or other reverse items. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 

Class I railways, excluding switching and terminal com- 
panies, reported a total of 913,311 employes as of the middle 
of April, 1938, and a total compensation for that month of 
$139,631,127, according to the Commission’s monthly statement 
of wage statistics of steam railways, prepared by its Bureau 
of Statistics from carrier reports. The employment was 217,- 
719 or 19.25 per cent less than the numbered reported for 
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April, 1937. The total number of hours paid for was 21.94 per 
cent less and the total compensation 14.83 per cent less in 
April, 1938, than in April, 1937. The effect of the wage in- 
crease of five cents an hour granted to certain classes of “non- 
operating” employes as of August 1, 1937, and the increase of 
44 cents a day granted to transportation employes as of Oc- 
tober 1, 1937, accounted for the relatively smaller decline in 
compensation than in employment, said the bureau. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked” for the 
month of April was reported as follows: 

Executive, officials and staff assistants, $21,903; profes- 
sional, clerical and general, $978,995; maintenance of way and 
structures, $22,056; maintenance of equipment and _ stores, 
$442,754; transportation (other than train, engine and yard), 
$89,309; and transportation (yardmasters, switch tenders, and 
hostlers), $48,076. 

In the train and engine service compensation was reported 
as follows: Straight time actually worked, $28,798,309; 
straight time paid for, $35,784,037; overtime paid for, $2,138,- 
903; constructive allowances, $932,150; total, $38,855,090. Miles 
actually run totaled 347,874,848, and miles paid for but not 
run totaled 38,333,536. 


TRAINMEN WAGE FIGHT STRATEGY 


A. F. Whitney, head of the Brotherhood of Railway Train- 
men, in a talk with newspapermen after he had called at the 
White House July 6, talked about the strategy the trainmen 
would use in resisting the demand of railroad management that 
rail labor take a cut in wages. 

In the view of Mr. Whitney the trainmen will make the 
strongest case they have ever made in opposition to the demand 
of the managers that the men submit to a reduction. He indi- 
cated that the trainmen would use material gathered by the 
Wheeler investigation to suggest to the managements that if 
they confined the operations of the railroads to the furnishing 
of transportation instead of wasting money in buying stock 
such as in the Wabash and Lehigh Valley stock purchases, the 
paying of allowances to manufacturers for switching and the 
construction of expensive warehouses for which there was little 
if any business, they would save hundreds of millions a year 
out of which to pay the wages they had agreed to pay. 


RAIL EMPLOYMENT 


Employes of Class I steam railways, excluding switching 
and terminal companies, at the middle of June, 1938, totaled 
914,765, a decrease of 21.93 per cent compared with June, 1937, 
and an increase of 1.09 per cent compared with May, 1938, 
according to a compilation made by the Commission’s Bureau 
of Statistics. 

Executives, officials, and staff assistants numbered 11,943, 
a decrease of 3.57 per cent compared with June, 1937, and a 
decrease of .67 per cent compared with May, 1938. Professional, 
clerical and general employes totaled 160,570, a decrease of 
9.75 per cent compared with June, 1937, and a decrease of .51 
per cent compared with May, 1938. Maintenance of way and 
structures employes numbered 192,107, a decrease of 28.85 per 
cent compared with June, 1937, and an increase of 5.79 per 
cent compared with May, 1938. Maintenance of equipment and 
stores employes totaled 224,542, a decrease of 31.31 per cent 
compared with June, 1937, and a decrease of .10 per cent com- 
pared with May, 1938. Transportation employes (other than 
train, engine and yard) numbered 120,843, a decrease of 10.82 
per cent compared with June, 1937, and an increase of .33 per 
cent compared with May, 1938. Transportation employes 
(yardmasters, switch-tenders and hostlers) numbered 11,606, 
a decrease of 14.62 per cent compared with June, 1937, and a 
decrease of 1.39 per cent compared with May, 1938. Transpor- 
tation employes (train and engine service) totaled 193,154, a 
decrease of 17.94 per cent compared with June, 1937, and an 
increase of .13 per cent compared with May, 1938. 


MONEY FOR THE RAILROADS 


In the event any railroads apply to the RFC for money 
with which to put men back to work they may obtain it on 
more generous times than heretofore, Chairman Jones indi- 
cated in his press conference July 6. He said the RFC had been 
expecting some railroads to ask for money so as to put men to 
work but that as yet none had come forward to ask for any. 
In the event of any coming he said the RFC probably would 
have to make more generous terms than in the past. 

Commenting on the Commission’s decision permitting the 
eastern railroads to raise the basic coach fare to 2.5 cents, Mr. 
Jones said he thought the increase would be a good thing for 
the carriers. 
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it over the men in your department. 
Details pile up and you wish there were 
someone ready to take them off your 
hands and leave you free for your bigger 
problems. Maybe you have an ambi- 
tious chap whom you'd like to promote 
to bigger responsibilities—but he is not 
quite ready. Or you may not have 
anyone who could conceivably be 
considered. 


In the first case, why not suggest to that 
likely chap that he study Traffic Manage- 
ment at home at night? In a short time 
he would become more expert and take 
a load off your shoulders. Then you 
would have an assistant who knows your 
organization methods well and has also 
the necessary specialized ability. It 





Mr. Traifie Manager.... 


s There must be times when you puzzle a 
b 


would cost him little—and your firm 


might even help him bear the small cost 
of the training. 


We shall be glad to give you full in- 
formation as to how this can be done— 
and to tell you about our home study 
Traffic Management training. For 28 
years we have been training men and our 
graduates are found everywhere in the 


traffic field. 


In the second case, ask our Placement 
Department to suggest some good men 
who are already trained and experienced. 
We may be able to suggest just the right 
man—and the service is free to you and 
to the man. 


It costs nothing to investigate. Just tell 
us what you want. 


La Salle Extension University 


A Correspondence Institution 


Dept. 795-TB, Chicago, III. 
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p. 509. : 
Adams, E. H.; Ex Parte 123 increase table; 


PY freight rates (see also Fifteen per 
cent case 1937 under Commission, Cases be- 
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Birr, L: R.; president, Rock River Valley 
Traffic Club; p. 91. 
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COMMISSION, CASES BEFORE 


In the listing below are combined all items 
relating to proceedings before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, alphabetically arranged 
according to the name of the case. Where the 
item covers a decision, the page number is fol- 
lowed by (D); where it covers a proposed re- 
port the page number is followed by (P). 


Acme Freight Lines, Inc., extension of oper- 
ations MC 10897; p. 589 (D). 

Acme Tap Railroad Company et al., abandon- 
ment; Finance 11868; p. 197 (D). 

Aderhold & Ellison, Inc., et al. vs. Abilene 
& ae al.; 27917 (oil interventions) ; 


Air Line Coaches, Inc., purchase W. S. 
Mahan; MC F-141; p. 59 (D). 
ae rates for route 8; air mail 23; p. 


Air mail rates, limitation on; air mail 19; 
p. 761 (P). 

Akron, Canton & Youngstown Railway Co., 
and Northern Ohio Railway Co., Finance 
9923 (reorganization) pp. 16 (D), 484. 

Alabama, state of, et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
27746 (rates); pp. 66, 154, 700, 765. (See 
Southern Governors’ rate case in general 
index). 

Alabama, Tennessee & Northern, reorganiza- 
tion; Finance 10714; pp. 488, 654. 

Alabama, Tennessee & Northern Railroad 
Corporation, securities; Finance 12013; p. 
1128 (D). 

Alcoholic liquors to New Orleans; F. S. A. 
15942, reopened; p. 436. 

Alden Coal Co. et al. vs. Central of New 
Jersey et al.; 27766 (anthracite coal); pp. 
14; effective date postponed 278. 

All-American Bus Lines, Inc., application; 
MC 2890; p. 116 (P). 


All-freight, Chicago, Ill. and St. Louis, Mo., 
to Birmingham, Ala., I. and S. 4315 and 
FSA 16778; p. 701 (D), 675 (D). 


American Agricultural Chemical Co. et al. 
vs. A. & R. et al.; 27262 (sand and clay); 
p. 58 (D). 

American Airlanes, Inc., rate review 1936; 
air mail 44; p. 1144 (P). 


American Fruit Growers, Inc., of Illinois 
et al. vs. Alabama Great Southern et al., 
23004 (vegetable reparations); p. 935 (D). 

American Oil Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio; 
27835 (benzol); p. 1078 (P). 


American Oil Co. vs. Pennsylvania; 27703 
(gasoline) p. 383 (D). 

American Valve Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
et al.; 27761 (core sand); p. 706 (D). 

Anderson Bros. & Johnson Co., et al. ‘vs. 
Alton et al.; 27846 (granite or marble); 
p. 1245 (P). 

Animal Trap Company of America vs. New 
York Central et al.; 27897 (strip and band 
steel); p. 1188 (P). 

Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. vs. New York, 
Susquehanna & Western et al.; 27813 (lin- 
seed oil); p. 644 (P). 

Arkansas & Memphis Railway Bridge & 
Terminal Company, notes; Finance 12010; 
p. 1128 (D). 

Armour & Company et al. vs. Akron, Canton 
& Youngstown et al.; 27851 (meats); p. 652. 

Armour & Co. et al. vs. Alton et al.; 27647; 
reopened; p. 1244. 

Armour & Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al.; 
me (canned evaporated milk); p. 705 


Armour & Co., of Delaware vs. Erie et al.; 
rion (soap and washing powder); p. 937 


Armstrong, M. J., & Co., application; MC 
50066, reopened; p. 401. 

Arrow Carrier Corporation and Duplan Silk 
Corporation, terminal case; ex Parte MC 
11; p. 826 (D). 

Arrow Transportation Co of Delaware, ex- 
tension of operations; MC 2862, and asso- 
ciated cases; p. 1074 (D). 

Artkraft Sign Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
27621 (electric signs); p. 9 (D). 

Arundale & Gates vs. Norfolk & Western et 
al.; 27771 (bituminous coal); p. 257 (P), 
1127 (D). 


Asbury Transportation Co., Inc., application 
MC 36871; p. 195 (P), effective date post- 
poned p. 1349. 

Associated Railways Co.; 10947 and 12964 
(see also M. & St. L. dismemberment in 
general index); pp. 146, 489, 1407 (D). 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe secre, f aban- 
donment; Finance 10616; p. 1414 (P). 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Com- 
pany, abandonment; Finance 11303; p. 120 
( 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Com- 
pany, equipment certificates; Finance 
11878; p. 120 (D). 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., construc- 
tion time; Finance 11709, effective date 
postponed; p. 60. 

Atlantic Foundry Co. vs. C. B. & Q et al.; 
27596 (sand); p. 113 (D). 

Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, extension; 
MC 1504; p. 937 (D). 

Automobiles and chassis, Michigan to Chi- 
cago, F. S. A. 15834; pp. 147, 1182 (D). 
Automobiles from Dallas, Tex.; F. S. A. 

16983; p. 758 (D). 

Auto parts, Georgia to Birmingham; I and §S; 
4422 and MC C-66; p. 1150. 

Automobile parts, Michigan to _ interstate 
points; I and S. M-196; p. 939 (P). 

Ayearst, William B., application; MC 4109; 
p. 62 (P). 

B and W Transfer, MC 22318, effective date 
postponed; p. 194. 

Bags and bagging from New Orleans to 
Okla.; I. and S. 4220; p. 150. 

Bags and matches, ratings on, I. and S. M 
269, further hearing; p. 993. 

Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company, aban- 
donment; Finance 11955; p. 878 (D). 

Baltimore & Ohio Railroad (bonds); Fi- 
nance 11142; p. 1256. 

Baltimore Steam Packet, rates, F. S. A. 
17066; p. 705 (D). 

Bamberger Electric Railroad Co., receiver- 
ship; Finance 12017; p. 1350 (D). 

Bamberger Electric Railroad Co. et al. vs. 
Lang Transportation Corporation, petro- 
leum products; MC C-21; p. 319 (P). 

Bangor & Aroostock Railroad Company, cer- 
tificates; Finance 11649, 11979; p. 946 (D). 

Bangor & Aroostock Railroad Company, se- 
curities; Finance 11117; p. 491 (D). 

Barker Transportation Co., purchase M. J. 
Patrykus; MC F-68; p. 937 (D). 

Barnet, Roy P., application; MC 24123; re- 
opened; p. ; 

~~ Sam, application; MC 71548; p. 483 


(D). 

Barrett, Edward S., application; MC 86945; 
p. 1300 (P). 

Barrows, W. A., Porcelain Enamel Co. vs. 
Cushman Motor Delivery Co. et al.; MC 
C-60 (frit); p. 644 (P). 

Barry, William C., Inc., application; MC 
2610; p. 1301 (P). 

Batteries, storage, rating on; I. and S. M-102; 
p. 593 (P). 

Baulos, Truman E.; MC 36692, further hear- 
ings; p. 324. 

Beaufort & Morehead Railroad rates; F. S. A. 
17136; p. 1074 (D). 

Beaumont, Tex., Port Commission of the 
City of, vs. Beaumont, Sour Lake & West- 
Py} et al.; 27857 (wrapping paper) p. 1129 

Beer from New Orleans, La., to Corpus 
Christi and Brownsville, Tex.; I. and S- 
4384; p. 61 (P). 


Beer, river crossings to Florida; I. and S. 
4441; p. 1073 (D). 


Belt Railroad and Stock Yards Co. et al. 
vs. Alton et al.; 27018 (stocker rates); p. 
315 (D). 

Beverages and beverage containers in the 
east; F. S. A. 17170; p. 936 (D). 

Bevier & Southern Railroad Company, note; 
Finance 11958; p. 708 (D). 

Bevier & Southern Railroad Company, opera- 
tion; Finance 11742; p. 388 (D). 

ee Inc., application; MC 49296; 


Birmingham Grain Co. vs. Southern Pacific 
et al.; 27910 (rice straw); p. 1129 (P). 

Bisbee Linseed Company vs. A. T. & S. F. 
+ ade 21336 and 27374; (reparations); p. 


Bituminous Distributing Service, Inc., ap- 
plication; MC 2768, reopened; p. 530. 

Black Hills Transportation Co., extension of 
operations; MC 37383, reopened; p. 1244. 

Block tin, from New York and Norfolk to 
Winston-Salem; I. and S. 4339; p. 10 (D). 

Blue Ridge Coal Co. et al. vs. Norfolk & 
Western et al.; 27175 (coal); p. 255 (D). 

Blue Ridge Glass Corporation vs. Alabama 
Great Southern et al.; 27757; p. 1459 (P). 

Bodley, Thurlow, application; MC 63419; p. 
1349 (D). 

Bodmer, Thomas Edward, application; MC 
50101; p. 435 (D). 

Bogardus, Earle Herbert, reinstatement; Ex 
Parte 120; Pe ‘ 

Bones, Norfolk, Va., to Mt. Airy, N. C.; 
I and S. 4335; p. 113 (D). 

Boston & Maine Railroad, abandonment; Fi- 
nance 11922; p. 946 (D). 

Boston & Maine Transportation Co., applica- 
tion; MC 75872; MC 15934 and associated 
cases; p. 1186 (P). 
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Boston & Maine, bonds; Finance 9484, 9730, 
11146, 11165; p. 66 (D). 

Boston & Maine Railroad, bonds; Finance 
11959; p. 708 (D). 

Boston & Maine Transportation Co., exten- 
sion of operations; MC 75872; p. 1300 (P). 

Boston, Worcester and New York Steel Rail- 
way Co., broker application; MC 78739; p. 
828 (D). 

Bosweli, oa. &,. Co, itt. Chalk vw A Tt S& 
Ss. oe al.; 26875, effective date postponed; 
p. 402. 

Boulevard Fireproof Warehouse Co., Inc.; 
MC 14305, reopened; p. 324. 

Boxes, wooden in official territory; I. and S. 
4423; p. 706 (D), effective date postponed; 
p. 1297. 

— Airways, Inc., air mail 13; p. 758 

Brasco Manufacturing Co. vs. Chesapeake & 
Ohio et al.; 27852 (copper glass setting 
bars); p. 644 (P). 

Brashear Truck Co., application; MC 77326; 
p. 1402 (P). 

Brass and related articles in New England 
territory; I. and S. M-228; p. 1129 (P). 

Breen Stone & Marble Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
“a: 27902 (natural limestone); p. 1078 

Breuer, Elmer C., Inc., extension of opera- 
tions; MC 59358; p. 1459 (P). 

Brodie, Philip & Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; 27660 (potatoes); p. 827 (D). 

Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, et al. 
vs. A. C. L. et al.; 24050 (power reverse 
gear); pp. 67, 589 (D). 

Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers et al. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 24049 (automatic 
stokers); p. 7 (D), effective date post- 
poned; pp. 1464, 1467. 

Brown Paper Mill Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
27941 (furnace lining); p. 995 (P). 

Buffalo Crushed Stone Co. vs. Arcade & At- 
ny et al.; 27714 (crushed stone); p. 590 
(D). 

Burkart, F. Manufacturing Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; 27707, reopened; pp. 120, 1078 (P). 

Burroughs & Sons et al. vs. Pere Marquette; 
27695 (grain transit); p. 641 (D). 

Burrus Feed Mills et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al., 27748 and associated cases (transit 
feed storage); p. 438 (P). 

California, Arizona & Santa Fe Railway Com- 
pany, construction; Finance 11795, 11858; 
pp. 120 (D), 1184. 

California Cotton Oil Corporation vs. A. T. 
oo F. et al.; 27769 (cottonseed); p. 593 
(P). 

Cambria & Indiana, construction; Finance 
3385, effective date postponed; p. 1464. 

Campbell, Paul, application; MC 86250; p. 
386 (P). 

Cangiamilla & Pashote, application; MC 
86366; p. 828 (D). 

Cans, sheet iron or steel, Baltimore, Md., to 
me N. J.; I. and S. 4452; p. 1181 
( 


Canton & Carthage Railroad Co., note; Fi- 
nance 11994; p. 1298 (D). 

Car and locomotive parts, Memphis, Tenn. 
to Texas ports; F. S. A. 16936; F. S. O. 
13004; F. S. O. 12853; p. 114 (D). 

Carbon black, Louisiana, Oklahoma and 
Texas to Gulf ports; I. and S. 4337; pp. 483 
(D), 591 (D). 

Car ferry rates, Pennsylvania Railroad; F. 
S. A. 16436, 16683; p. 705 (D). 

Carlton & Coast Railroad Company, bonds; 
Finance 9726; p. 442 (D). 

Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio Railway, se- 
curities; Finance 12020; p. 1254 (D). 

Carolina & Northwestern Railway, abandon- 
ment; Finance 11723; p. 1138 (D). 

Carolina Veneer Co., Inc., vs. Chesapeake & 
Ohio et al.; 27698 (logs); p. 382 (D). 

Carr, Leland C., application; MC 3799, ef- 
fective date postponed; p. 402. 

Carter, Robert Guy, bar application; Ex Parte 
121; p. 58 (D). 

Casale, John J., Inc., notes; MC F-547; p. 
1243 (D). 

Castranova, Samuel J., application; MC 86681, 
reopened; p. 1464. 


Cattle, feeder, points within mountain-Pa- 
cific territory to points within and with- 
out same; I. and S. 4385; p. 191 (D). 

Cement, P. & O. V. Junction and Universal, 
Pa. to Pittsburgh, Pa. 27768; pp. 437 (P), 
1456 (D). 

Cement to Central Vermont Railway points; 
r. & 16880; p. 1183 (D). 

Central Farms, minimum charges of; I. and 
S. M 260; p. 829 (P). 

Central Ferry Warehouse Co. et al. vs. 
Camas Prairie et al.; 27970 (wheat); p. 
1457 (D). 

Central Pacific Railway Co., bonds; Finance 
9958; 9941; p. 530 (D). 

Central Pacific Railway Co. et al.; Finance 
11285 (abandonment); p. 14 (D). 

Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey, bond 
extension; Finance 6031; p. 442 (D). 

Central Railroad of New Jersey, construc- 
tion; Finance 11609, effective date post- 
poned; p. 1464. 

Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. 
vs. Union Transfer Co., Inc., all-commodity 
truck rates; MC C-30; p. 1078 (P). 

Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 





vs. Wilson Motor Lines, Inc.; MC C-29 
(commodity rates); p. 644 (P). 

Central Vermont Railway, Inc., abandonment; 
Finance 11882; pp. 765 (P), 1197 (D). 

Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. A. & 
R. et al.; 17489 and associated cases, mod- 
ified; p. 760. 

Chair City Motor Express Co., 
MC 40978; reopened; p. 1184. 

Champion Pants Manufacturing Co., Inc., vs. 
Lehigh Valley et al.; 27756 (woolen jack- 
ets); pp. 320 (P), 1073 (D). 

Cheese, to north Pacific coast points; F. S. A. 
16465; p. 759 (D). 

Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Company, opera- 
tion; Finance 11917; p. 530 (D). 

Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co.; Finance 
11535 (control of Erie and New York, Chi- 
cago and St. Louis); p. 14. 

Chicago & Eastern Illinois; Finance 9952 
(reorganization); pp. 13 (P), 945. 

Chicago & North Western Railway, abandon- 
ment; Finance 11818; p. 948 (P). 

Chicago & North Western Railway, abandon- 
ment; Finance 11819; p. 1252 (P). 

Chicago & North Western Railway, extension 
of operations; MC 42614; 792. 

Chicago & North Western Line, reorganiza- 
an’ Finance 10881; pp. 384, 600, 651, 835, 
1014. 

Chicago Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co., 
= insurance; MC 66580 and 66581; p. 256 
(D). 

Chicago Great Western Railroad Co., reor- 
neee: Finance 10722; pp. 275, 443, 
16. 

Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville Railway 
Co., reorganization; Finance 10294; pp. 215, 
324, 1082, 1357. 

Chicago-Milwaukee Motor Carriers, Inc., vs. 
James H. Lusha; MC C-44; p. 1185 (P). 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Pacific Rail- 
road, reorganization; Finance 10882; pp. 
154, 323, 600, 654, 715. 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Co., 
abandonment; Finance 11533; p. 66 (D). 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Rail- 
road Co., abandonment; Finance 11618; p. 

214 (D). 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Rail- 
road Co., abandonment; Finance 11746; p. 
653 (P). 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Rail- 
road Company, certificates; Finance 11949; 
p. 708 (D). 

Chicago, North Shore and Milwaukee Rail- 
way, status of employees; electric railway 
2; p. 1253. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf Railway Co., 
lease; Finance 11847; p. 1081 (P). 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co., 
abandonment; Finance 11785; pp. 544, 898. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co., 
abandonment; Finance 11786; pp. 722, 1193. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co., 
abandonment; Finance 11900; p. 1464 (P). 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co., 
reorganization; Finance 10028; pp. 17, 67, 
443, 492, 539, 835, 1467. 

Chicago, St. Louis & New Orleans et al., 
abandonment; Finance 11639; pp. 212, 539. 

Chicago, South Shore & South Bend Rail- 
road, reorganization; Finance 10165; p. 444 
D 


(D). 

Chippewa Falls Woolen Mill Co. vs. M. St. 
P. & S. S. M. et al.; 27848 (wool in 
grease); p. 1187 (P). 

Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf et al., trustees’ 
abandonment; Finance 11566; p. 491 (D). 

Cicardi Brothers Fruit & Produce Co. et al. 
vs. A. C. L. et al.; 27362 (fresh vegetables) ; 
p. 936 (D). 

Cincinnati & Lake Erie Railroad Co., aban- 
donment of service; I. and S. 4447; p. 825 


application; 


(D). 

Cincinnati & Lake Erie Railroad Co., status 
of; electric railway 3; p. 1129 (P). 

Citrus fruits, Florida to north Atlantic ports; 
F. S. A. 16028, 16173, 16717; p. 639 (D). 
Clairmont, Lency Joseph, application; MC 

2377; p. 1128 (D). 

Class rates, between Chicago, Ill., Colorado 
Springs, Colo., Grand Island and Lincoln, 
Nebr.; I. and S. M 268; p. 643 (P). é 

Class rates between Illinois and Iowa points; 
F. S. A. 16426, reopened; p. 592. 

Class rates, ocean-rail, North Atlantic ports 
to points in Southwest; I. and S. 4380; p. 
379 (D). 


Class rates, Southern New Jersey; F. S. A. 
17012; p. 435 (D). 

Class rates, Western-Southern; 26510 and 
eases joined with it; p. 987 (D). 

Class rates within Georgia; 26699; p. 1304 
(D). 

Clay from the south; F. S. A. 16850, 17117, 
17136; p. 1183 (D). 

Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis 
Railway, merger; Finance 11905: p. 539. 
Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, 
ae application; MC 3419, reopened; p. 


Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, 
Inc., purchase Reo Transportation Co.; MC 
F-7; p. 939 (D). 

Coal, bituminous, Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia to Johnstown, N. Y.; 27545; p. 
114 “(D). 

Coal, bunker, Alabama mines to Gulf ports; 
I. and S. 4482; p. 1347 (D). 





Coal from Meyersdale district to Niagara 
frontier; F. S. A.. 16222, 17256; p. 1399 (D). 

Coal, Indiana and Illinois to Illinois and Wis- 
consin; I. and S. 4368; p. 653. 

-, bituminous, within Ohio; 25566; p. 114 
( 


Coal to Buffalo; F. S. A. 17221; p. 1348 (D). 

Coal to Hagerstown and Security, Md.; F. 
S. A. 17209; p. 1074 (D). 

Coal Trade Association of Indiana vs. Al- 
gers, Winslow & Western et al.; 27574 (bi- 
tuminous coal); p. 939 (P). 

Coal, Virginia, Kentucky and Tennessee to 
the southeast; I. and S. 4234; p. 116 (P). 

Coblentz, Gilbert M., application; MC 88159; 
p. 1457 (D). 

Cocoa beans, storage in New York district; 
28008; p. 947. 

Coffman Brothers rates; I. and S. M 279; p. 
939 (P). 

Coke and products, Fairmont, W. Va., to 
= Pa.; S. A. 17026; p. 1074 

Coke, from Indianapolis; F. S. A. 16931; p. 
192 (D). 

Colonial Baking Co. of Des Moines vs. Rail- 
way Express Agency, Inc., 27794 (bread); 
pp. 385 (P), 1457 (D). 

Colorado & Southern, abandonment; Finance 
11114, effective date postponed; p. 1464. 
Colorado & Southern Railroad Company, 
abandonment and operation; Finance 11936; 

p. 1128 (D). 

Colorado & Southern Railway Company, 
bonds; Finance 11929; p. 878 (D). 

Colorado Railroad, Inc., acquisition and stock; 
Finance 11988; p. 1400 (D). 

Columbia Terminals Co., purchase G. P. 
Inman Trucking Co., Inc.; MC F-484; p. 
828 (D). 

Columbia Paper Co. vs. N. & W. et al.; 
> (wood pulp); pp. 193 (D), 877, 1183 
(D). 

Columbus Coated Fabrics Corporation vs. C. 
Cc. C. & St. L. et al.; 27716 (oil cloth); p. 
435 (D). 

Commodity rates, Chicago, Ill., and Twin 
Cities, Minn.; I. and S. 4231; p. 588 (D). 

Commodity rates between Boston & Maine 
Railroad points; I. and S. 4395; p. 588 (D). 

Commodity rates in New England territory; 
I. and S. M 228, further hearings; p. 878. 

Commodity rates of Oklahoma and Texas 
Transfer Co.; I. and S. M 211; p. 385 (P). 

Commodity rates, Southern New Jersey; F. 
S. A. 17012; p. 435 (D). 

Confectionary, Elizabethtown, Florin and 
Hershey, Pa., to New Orleans, La.; 17091; 
p. 437 (P). 

Consolidated Southwestern cases; 13535 et 
al.; pp. 12, 60, 402, 490, 642. 

Constitution Stone Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio; 
27856 (rough quarried stone); p. 531 (P). 

Contract Carriers Sedan Travel Association, 
application; MC 67183; p. 1243 (D). 

Contracts, filing; Ex Parte; MC 9; p. 412 
(D). 

Cooperative G. L. F. Mills, Ine., vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al.; 27893 (fish meal); p. 879 (P). 

Copper Range Railroad Co., reorganization; 
Finance 10810; pp. 653, 1010. 


Copper, western territory to the east; F. 
S. A. 13145; p. 1455 (D). 


Corcoran, J. E. estate of, vs. Pennsylvania; 
27713 (cabbage and lettuce); p. 192 (D). 

Cordage, Houston, Tex., to Chicago, Ill., St. 
Louis. Mo., and East St. Louis, Ill.; F. S. 
A. 16538; p. 114 (D). 


Cordage oil to New Bedford and North Ply- 
mouth, Mass.; F. S. A. 16966; p. 1297 (D). 

Cotton fabrics and piece goods, southern ter- 
ritory to St. Louis and Kansas City, Mo.; 
I. and S. M-230; p. 385 (P). 


Cotton loading and unloading in the south- 
west; I. and S. 4461; p. 1245 (P). 

Cottonseed and products; 17000 part 8 and 
I. and S. 4251, effective date postponed; p. 
402, 1349. 

Cotton, West Texas to Gulf ports; F. S. A. 
17018; p. 1241 (D). 

Cowpeas, in southern classification; I. and S. 
4378; p. 9 (D). 

Crancer, Lor et al. vs. A. and S. et 
al.; 27535; p._6. 

Crawford Oil Co., application; MC 6042; p. 
828 (D). 

Creamery Package Manufacturing Co. vs. Al- 
ton et al.; 27491 (coal to Wisconsin); DP. 
1181 (D). 

Creeden, G. J., application; MC 49423; p. 
591 (D). ; 
Cross Transportation, Inc., purchase Wilson 
Transportation Co.; MC F-430; p. 1243 (D). 
Crumpacker, Leonard L., application; MC 

50187; p. 529 (D). 

Cullum, Paul F., application; MC 15167; p. 
1458 (D). 5 
Culvert pipe, Philadelphia, Pa. to Glens 

Falls, N. Y.; 27786; p. 117 (P). 

Cuneo Brothers vs. Northern Pacific et al.; 
27895 (bulls); p. 1079 (P). 

Curtis Bay Railroad Company, operation; 
Finance 11448; p. 1350 (D). 

Darling, C. W., purchase Paul W. and Lloyd 
F. Wolfe; MC F-326:; p. 877 (D). 

Daugherty Storage & Van Co., purchase Bell 
Transfer, Inc.; MC F-65; p. 484 (D). 

Daum D. P., purchase Ralph A. Shinkle; MC 
F-102; p. 59 (D). 
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Davenport Chamber of Commerce, Traflic 
Bureau et al. vs. A. & E et al.; 21020, re- 
opened ; Pp. 1463. 

Davis, Richard M. et al. vs. Pennsylvania et 
al.; 27645 (New York fares); p. 759 (D). 

Delta Air Corporation, air mail docket 37; 
(rates); p. 381 (D). 

Denims, St. Louis to Kansas City and St. 
Joseph, Mo.; I and S. 4455; p. 1077 (P). 
Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Co., 
+> glaaecaeaamaaaan Finance 11002; pp. 539, 714, 
Denver ° rd Grande Western Railroad Com- 

y, trustees’ certificates; Finance 11924; 
p. 530 (D). 

Denver & Rio Grande Western, trackage etc.; 

ee 11775; p. 274 (D). 
epreciation charges of express companies; 
19450; p. 318. . 

Depreciation charges of steam railroad com- 

cee Rigen p. 318. 
epreciation charges of pipe line companies; 
19200; p. 318 (D). ’ " 

Detroit 


& Canada Tunnel _ Corporation, 
merger; MC F-295; p. 879 (P). 
Dickinson, Leonard D., application; MC 


mt MS ap a 
iepen-Rowan Co., application; M x 
52 @). pp C 86323; p 
illenborger and Williams, application; M 
86840; p. 1185 (P). - ' 
Dillonvale & Smithfield Railway Co.; 27745 
ge eg p. a sam = 
ning car, employees of; Ex Parte . - 
1300 (P). dina 
Dixon, Cecil G., application; MC 39539, re- 
Ph nag! ; D. on . 
ohrn Transfer Co., a cation; MC 33087; 
=. = “2. . sl a 
ouglas, James E., application; MC as 
ve: — - mi - _— 
resher, J. . Co., Ine., application; 
50447; p. 11 (P). - sonia 
Drugs, Memphis, Tenn. to St. Louis, Mo.; I. 
and S. M-197; p. 1186 (P). 
Duluth and Iron Range Railroad Co. et al., 
control; Finance 11763; p. 65 (D). 
Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range, Duluth and 
Iron Range,, and Interstate Railway Co., 
merger; Finance 11928; pp. 444, 708. 
Duluth, South Shore & Atlantic, reorganiza- 
tion; Finance 11484; pp. 654, 764, 1138. 
Dunn, James M., application; MC 15661, re- 
opened; p. 592. 
Dutchess Hat Works, Inc. vs. Reading et al.; 
27738 (wool noils); p. 382 (D). 
Eastern Massachusetts Street Railway Co., 
self-insurance; MC 72349; p. 318 (D). 
Elkhart & Santa Fe Railway Co., construc- 
tion time; Finance 7873; effective date post- 
poned; p. 10. 
Ely Distributing Co. et al. vs. Bamberger 
Electric et al.; 27285 (sugar decision re- 
versed); pp. 935 (D), 1400. 
Emerick, James L., broker application; MC 
78948, effective date postponed; p. 1128. 
=e Pipeline Co., valuation; Docket 1211; 
Engle Coostdyk Motor Transportation Corpo- 
ration (rates unjustified); I. and S. M-264; 
ae Wg 

nglish, . E., control, Motorway Freigh 
Lines; MC F-35; p. 828 (D). j niki 
me iY Richard, application; MC 39559; p. 


Epley, Clarence W., application; M : 
p. 1457 (D). a8 ieicadiercians 


“— — Co.; Finance 11884 (bonds); p. 

Erie Railroad, reorganization; Finance 11915; 
pp. 443, 716, 767, 1135, 1467. 

Ernecke & Salmstein Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; 27751 (brewers rice); p. 829 (P). 


Ernecke & Salmstein Co. et al. vs. Northern 
Pacific et al.; 27722 (hops); p. 1353 (P). 
Evanston Fuel & Material Co. and Wilmette 
Coal & Material Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. 
+e at 27694, effective date postponed; p. 
Explosive regulations; 3666; pp. 68; 215. 
Exolon Company vs. Belt Railway Co. of 
“pynee et al.; 27915 (silica sand); p. 1188 


Export and import rates from and to Gulf 
ports; F. S. A. 15394 and i ; 
a. 1073 iD), associated cases; 
xpo ills of lading rules in th 4 
n a8t6: D, iat ae g e south; 
armers Union Supply Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
m. ai.: ~~ ae p. 483 (D). 
arnsworth, . -» application; : 
oP. 358 (Db). : pplication; MC 86225; 
arris, B. on 2 el, vs. A: T..& 8. F. 
et al.; 27734 (strawberries); p. 591 (D). 
Federal Container Co. vs. B. & O.: 27719: 
Bg ly get 3 
, Dona -, application; M - 
a: p. 993. “~ a 
etterman, J. L. vs. Alabama Great Southern 
et al.; 27651 (gum lumber); p. 255 (D). 
Fifteen per cent case, 1937; Ex Parte 123 
(see also Advanced Freight rates in general 
index); pp. 170, 199, 260, 261, 389, 451, 875. 
Film — Co., application; MC 71154; p. 


Findeiss, C., Sons Co. vs. B. & O. et al.: 
27453 (dry quebracho extract); p. 317 (D). 
First National Stores, Inc., vs. Ann Arbor 
* pe 27898 (butter tubs); pp. 600, 1460 











Fitzgerald Manufacturing Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. 
& H. et al.; 27412 (asbestos scrap); p. 827 


(D). 

Floyd-Wells Co. vs. New York Central et al.; 
= (industrial sand); pp. 531 (P), 992 
(D). 

Folding Furniture Works, Inc., vs. Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie; 27860 
(forest products); pp. 257 (P), 877 (D). 

Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville Railroad 
Co., abandonment; 12000; p. 1350 (D). 

Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville, reorgan- 
ization; Finance 9954; pp. 14, 1254. 

Forconi, Frank, application; MC 50243; p. 
529 (D). 

Forcum-James Co., Inc., vs. Illinois Central, 
-; ae 27797 (contractors’ outfit); p. 591 
(D). 

Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern Rail- 
road, receivership; Finance 11971; p. 1136. 

Fort Smith, Subiaco & Rock Island Railroad 
Company, abandonment; Finance 11841; p. 
324 (D). 

Fort Smith, Subiaco & Rock Island Railroad 
Co., reorganization; p. 1468. 

Fort Worth & Denver Terminal Railway 
Company, control, by Colorado & Southern 
oe Company; Finance 11942; p. 878 
(D). 

Foster, M. C., extension of operations; MC 
2868; p. 59 (D). 

Four States Transit Co., application; MC 
45883; p. 591 (D). 

Fowkes, Edward R., extension of operations; 
MC 1291, reopened; p. 708. 

Fowler, Myron Edgar, application; MC 59894, 
reopened; p. 401. 

Fowser’s Fast Freight, 
2703; p. 828 (D). 

Franckowiak, Anthony J., application; MC 
86020; p. 1242 (D). 

Franklin County Sugar Co. vs. Bamberger 
Electric et al.; 27800 (slack coal); pp. 257 
(P), 1074 (D). 

Freer Brothers Motor Express Lines, appli- 
cation; MC 2378; p. 1242 (D). 

Freight Forwarders, Inc., application; MC 
45865; p. 115 (P). 

Fruit and vegetable packages in the south 
and southwest; I. and S. 4324 and asso- 
ciated cases; p. 994 (P). 

Fruits, vegetables and hay in official terri- 
tory; I. and S. 4392; pp. 935 (D), 1297. 

Fuel oil from south Atlantic and Virginia 
points; F. S. A. 16842, 17187; p. 1296 (D). 

Fulton Bag & Cotton Mills vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; 27749 (paper fabric bags); p. 591 


application; MC 


(D). 
Gallagher & Ascher, Inc., vs. A. & W. P. 
et al.; 27815 (granite); p. 995 (P). 
Galveston Terminal bonds; Finance 11957; p. 
1076 (D). 
Galveston Terminal, lease by Burlington- 
Rock Island; Finance 11956; p. 878 (D). 
| B., application; MC 50265; p. 


Gateway City Transfer Co., purchase, Lester 
H. Stevens; MC F-225; p. 59 (D). 

Georgia Public Service Commission vs. Ala- 
bama Great Southern et al.; 27368 (water- 
melons); p. 1241 (D). 


Geraci, Charles F., application; MC 88149; 
pp. 1295, 1348 (D). 


Germann Brothers Transportation, Inc., pur- 
one A. D. Fleming; MC F-252; p. 1127 


Girton Brothers, Inc., service at Indianapo- 
lis, Ind.; MC 15808; p. 992 (D). 

Gittens, H. W., application; MC 31675; p. 
993 (D). 

Globe Brewing Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
27661 (aluminum beer barrels); p. 317 (D). 

Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. Union Pacific 
et al.; 27918 (wheat); p. 1404 (P). 

Globe Roofing Products Company, Inc., vs. 
Chicago & North Western et al.; 27744 
(roofing); p. 1134. 

Globe Roofing Products Co., Inc., C. I. & L. 
et al.; 27850 (asphalt); p. 1188 (P). 

Glue stock, Memphis, Tenn., to Cincinnati, 
O., and New Albany, Ind.; 16918; p. 705 


(D). 

Goddard, Joseph A., Realty Co. et al. vs. 
New York, Chicago & St. Louis; 29737 
(switching at Muncie, Ind.); p. 1459 (P). 

Godfrey, John, application; MC 21246; p. 
256 (D). 

Gold Coast Railroad, construction; Finance 


10710; p. 835. 

Golden, Philip Harold, application; MC 
88237, reopened; p. 1076. 

Gombos’ Transfer, application; MC 3828, re- 
opened; p. 642. 

Gonder. M. Dayle, application; MC 50313; p. 
193 (D). 

Gordon, A. W., control, L. & T. Fast Freight 
Lines, Inc.; MC F-173; p. 484 (D). 

Gordon Transports, Inc., application; MC 
11220; pp. 317 (D), 592. 

Goreham, Frank, application; MC 86106, re- 
opened; p. 1464. 

Goulds Pumps, Inc., vs. Lehigh Valley et al.; 
27762 (moulding sand); pp. 195 (P), 1183 


(D). 

Grain and grain products within the western 
district; 17000 part 7; pp. 937, 998, 1011, 
1193, 1256, 1358 (D). 











Grain from, to and within southern territory; 
17000 part 7A; p. 66. 

Grain in southern territory; I. and S. 4208; 
p. 1414, 

—_ in Minnesota; F. S. A. 17056; p. 705 
(D). 

Grain, Missouri to Milwaukee, Wis.; I. and 
S. 4396; p. 936 (D). 

Grain, western trunk line points to Omaha, 
Nebr.; I. and S. 4305; p. 936 (D). 

Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. A. & W. 
et al.; 16613 (potatoes); p. 1456 (D). 

Granite Bituminous Paving Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vannia et al.; 27816 (asphalt-coated stone) ; 
p. 761 (P). 

Graulich, Erhardt, MC 50701; 
p. 706 (D). 

Gray, Carl R., interlocking directorate ap- 
plication; Finance 7515; p. 706 (D). 

Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. vs. Alton 
et al.; 27483 (butter); p. 641 (D). 

Great Falls Traffic Association et al. vs. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy et al.; 27423 
(Montana class rates); pp. 702 (D), 1184. 

Great Lakes Cartage Co., extension of opera- 
tions; MC 77425; p. 1243 (D). 

Great Lakes Coal & Coke Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; 27874 (petroleum coke); pp. 
532 (P), 1242. 

Great Lakes Coal & Coke Co. vs. Alton et 
al.; 27432 (petroleum coke); p. 759 (D). 

Great Northern Railway Co., bonds; Finance 
9963; p. 1298 (D). 

Great Southern Trucking Co., purchase Na- 
tional Convoy & Trucking Co.; MC F-142; 
p. 992 (D). 

Great Western Sugar Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; 27700 (sugar beets) p. 705 (D). 

Greer, Webb, application; MC 11929; p. 
484 (D). 

Griffin Grocery Co. vs. Missouri Pacific et 
al.; 27841 (sodium-aluminum sulphate); p. 
644 (P), 1457. 

Gritsch, J. A., purchase Gilber Stewart; MC 
F-90; p. 59 (D). 

Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
abandonment; Finance 11794; pp. 654 (P), 
1357 (D). 


Gulf Transport Co., application; MC 86761; 
p. 320 (P). 

Haarmann, A. F. Vinegar & Pickle Co. vs. 
Union Pacific; 27953 (pickles); p. 1078 (P). 


Hackney, J. T., broker application; MC 
20004; p. 591 (D). 


Hall, Harry B., application; MC 50929, re- 
opened; p. 1184. 

Hallet & Carey Co. et al. vs. C. St. P. M. 
& O. et al.; 27864 (wheat); pp. 593 (P), 
1242 (D). 

Hamburger, J. Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; 25548 (green beans); p. 1187 (P). 

Hancock Truck Lines, Inc., purchase Motor 
Freight Corporation; MC F-87; p. 649 (D). 

— Airlines, Inc., air mail 39; pp. 361, 


Hansen & Jensen Oil Co. et al. vs. Alton & 
Southern et al.; 27611 (petroleum); pp. 257 
(P), 937 (D). 

“~~ M., application; MC 87392, reopened; 


application; 


Dp. ; 

Harlan County Coal Operator’s Association 
vs. Louisville & Nashville et al.; 27457 
(coal); p. 116 (P). 

Harris, W. A. and L. B. Callis, application; 
MC 86344; p. 256 (D). 

Harrison, A. E., application; MC 86319; p. 
1349 (D). 

Hartford & Connecticut Western et al., 
abandonment; Finance 11579; p. 760 (D). 

Hartford & Connecticut Western Railroad 
oD) al., abandonment; Finance 11582; p. 

Hartford & Connecticut Western et al., aban- 
donment; Finance 11583; p. 214 (D). 

Hartford & Connecticut Western Railroad 
Co., et al., abandonment; Finance 12011; 
p. 1298 (D). 

Hartford & Connecticut Western Railroad 
Co., reorganization; Finance 10992; p. 67. 

Hausman Steel Co. vs. Seaboard Freight 
Lines, Inc., et al.; MC C-63; p. 1185 (P). 

Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., stock issuance; 
MC F-320; p. 758 

Hefner & Sons, Inc., application; MC 50393; 
p. 591 (D). 

Heiston, Junior L., application; MC 86522; 
p. 258 (P). 

Hermann, Ray H., application; MC 86006; p. 
1457 (D). 

Heyser’s Nickel Plate Line, application; MC 
32779, reopened; p. 591. 

Hibbs, Charles B., extension of operations; 
MC 17673, reopened; p. 642. 

Hickory Valley Railroad Company, abandon- 
ment; Finance 11930; p. 946 (D). 

Higginsville Flour Mill vs. Alton, et al.; 
27736 (flour); pp. 11 (P), 1074 (D). 

Hinton Motor Service, stop off privileges; 
I. and S. M-299; p. 1129 (P). 

Hirschberg, L. & Co., Inc., et al. vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio et al.; 27658 (fresh fruits and 
vegetables); p. 532 (P). 

Hook, Carroll E., application; MC 86967; p. 
1074 (D). 

Horse driving allowance; I. and S. 4415; p. 
1241 (D) 


Houston & North Texas Motor Frajight Lines, 
Inc., purchase Interstate Motor Freight 
Lines, Inc., et al.; MC F-14; p 937 (D). 


Commission, Cases Before 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JANUARY-JUNE, 1938 5 





Huey, Walter Ryle, application; MC 33512; 
p. 758 (D). 


Hugg, John L., Ft. Dodge, Des Moines & 
Southern Railroad Co., reorganization; Fi- 


nance 11971; p. 654. 

Hunsaker, Henry Walker, application; MC 
35380; p. 1128 (D). 

Hupp Bros. Trucking Co., application; MC 
86204, reopened; pp. 992, 993. 

Hurst, W. J., application; MC 28271, re- 


opened; Dp. 72 44, 


Hutchings, Frank R., MC 86362; 
p. 1243 (D). 


Hygrade Food Products Corporation vs. Wa- 


application; 


bash; 27820 (live stock); pp. 485 (P), 
1127 (D). 
Ickler, John, application; MC 50491, re 


opened; p. 1464. 

Ilfeld, Charles, Co. vs. Southern Pacific 
Steamship Lines et al.; 27706 (canned sar- 
dines); p. 1074 (D). 

Illinois Central, abandonment; Finance 11898; 
Pp. 592, 653. 

Illinois Cent.-Ocean Steamship application; 
27889 (ocean-rail rates); p. 527 (D). 

tips Fruit Growers’ Exchange ve... 'C. 

& Q. et al.; 27578 (fresh pears); p. 192 we 

Illinois Terminal Railroad Company, aban- 
donment; Finance 11921; p. 1128 (D). 

a rates, Gulf ports to Central territory; 

es. ie 17112: p. 1399 (D). 

Slade Refining Co. et al. 
S. F. et al.; 
p. 490. 

Indiana Railroad, status of, electric railway 
1; p. 1401 (P). 

B. & 


Industrial Silica Corporation vs. 
€t al.; 27602 (sand) pp. 382 (D), 828, 993. 


Inland Pacific Stages, application; MC 50302, 
reopened; p. 642. 

Insurance, motor; cargo, allowances; I. and 
S. M-10; p. 640 (D). 

Inter-City Transportation Co., Inc., applica- 
tion MC 668, reopened; p. 119. 
Inter-City Trucking Co., extension of oper- 
ations, MC 59613; p. 256 (D). 
Intermountain Transportation Co., extension 
$5, Soeretaane; MC 26451, modifications; p. 
International Paper Co. vs. Central of N. J. 
et al., 27653 (silicate ~ some); p. 9 (D). 
International Shoe Co. C. ‘& O. et al.; 
27787 (tanning extract) * 644 (P). 
Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. & 
~ Gib ip 18405 (cottonseed oil separation); 
Jubacatate Freight Carriers’ Conference, Inc., 
vs. The Denver-Los Angeles Trucking Co., 

rates; MC C-12; p. 255 (D). 
Interurban Electric Railway Co., 
railway 5; p. 1456 (D). 
Interwoven Stocking Co. vs. 
Ohio et al.; 
1399 (D). 
Interwoven Stocking Co. vs. B. & O. et al.: 
7 (bituminous coal); pp. 438 (P), 1399 
Iron and steel; 17000, part 6; order modified; 
Pp. 


Iron and steel in the south; F. S. A. 14713; 
p. 937 (D). 

Iron and steel to Texas ports; F. S. A. 15151; 
p 590 (D). 

Jackson Trucking Co., 
48508, reopened; p. 

Jakway, Dallis, ‘application; 
1349 (D). 


J. & J. Refrigerator Service, application; MC 
50022; p. 937 (D). 


Jersey Maid Corporation vs. Pennsylvania; 


27793 (petroleum fuel oil); . ok SR 
705 (D). 7” 


Johnson, mowers. application; MC 50356, re- 
opened; p. 592 

Johnson, W. A., purchase, V¥. C. Hardy: MC 
F-95; p. 1074 (D i 

Johnson, Walter, application; MC 86052, re- 
opened; p. 60. 

sone — P., application; MC 12029; p. 

Jones, Claude E., application; MC 50348; p. 
317 (D). 

Kalmar & Savage Automobile Transporters, 
application; MC 86474; p. 1074 (D). 

Kalsomine to south Atlantic and Florida 
ports; F. S. A. 17180; p. 1242 (D). 

Kansas City Terminal Railway Co., construc- 
tion time; Finance 8480, effective date post- 
poned; p. 60. 

Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf Railway Company 
of Texas, lease; Finance 12012; pp. 1400, 


1467. 

Kaw Valley Stages, application; MC 50023, 
effective date postponed; p. 1076. 

Keery, Thomas, Co., Inc., et al. vs. N. Y. O. 
& W. et_al.; 26285 (methanol in transit); 
pp. 757 (D), 1184, 1400. 

Kidde, Walter, reorganization N. Y. S. & 
W.; Finance 11681; p. 68. 

Kingan and Co. vs. otis Transportation Co. 
et al.; MC C-49; 1186 (P). 

Knox Motor Servies, Inc., application; MC 
19553; i @: 1242 (D). 

=e rocery and. Baking Co. vs. A. B. & 
C. et al.; 27827 (refrigeration service 
charges); D. 486 (P). 

Laffee, application; MC 86894; 1349 (D). 

Lake Champlain "Transport ey applica- 
tion; MC 50316; p. 256 (D). 

Lake coal demurrage; 27266; p. 765. 


ms ACT. & 
27679, effective date postponed ; 


electric 


Baltimore & 
27819 (bituminous coal); p. 


Inc., application; MC 
1464. 
MC 32258; p. 











application; MC 


purchase, Plen- 
MC F-185; p. 


application; MC 


). 
application; 


application; 


application; 


abandon- 
Finance 11839; pp. 


securities; Fi- 


L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., 
— p. 706 (D). 

L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., 
nie and J. P. Upchurch; 
59 (D). 

Landon, F. Cartage Co., 
489, reopened; p. 707. 

Lanhoff, Henry, Cereal Mills vs. Grand Trunk 
Western et al.; 27675 (transit on brewers’ 
rice); p. 317 (D 

Laske, Mae A., MC 50380, re- 
opened; p. 401. 

Laughlin, James F., MC 86201, 
reopened; p. 1464. 

Laurel Biscuit Co. vs. Beaumont Sour Lake & 
Western et al.; 27885 (bamboo hampers); 
p. 1129 (P). 

Lawrenceville Cooperage Co. et al. vs. A. C. 
ay:  . al.; 27329 (cut-back rates); pp. 826 
( 

Lead and iad articles, St. Louis, Mo. and rn 
St. Louis, Ill. to Baton Rouge, La.; . Fa che 
17079; p. 316 (D). 

Leaman ‘Transportation Co., Inc., 

MC 23293, MC 7567, p. 1352 (P). 

Lehigh & New England Railroad Co., aban- 
donment; Finance 12024; pp. 1400, 1461. 
Lehigh Valley Railroad et al., abandonment; 

Finance 11802; p. 1137 (P). 

Lehigh Valley Railroad Co. et al., 
ment and operation; 
765 (P), 1256. 

Lehigh Valley Railroad Co., 
nance 11520; p. 1298 (D). 

avg, Niel Railroad, loan; Finance 11916; 
p. 3 

Lehman, Harvey R., application; MC 50710; 
p. 317 (D). 

Lennerton Motor Transportation, Inc., ap- 
a: MC 172224, 72225, reopened; p. 

Lecusree aaa C., application; MC 50373; 
p. 877 

Leonard’s Lines, application, MC 86732, ef- 
fective date postponed; pp. 530, 944. 

Lightsey Brothers vs. Seaboard Air Line et 
al., 27870 (railroad car trucks) p. 1352 (P). 

Lime from Berwick, La.; F. S. A. 17169; p. 
1074 (D). 

Lime, Kenova, W. Va., 


to points in Ken- 
tucky; ¥F. S. A. 16978; p. 317 (D). 

Lime 7 lower Mississippi River crossings; 
¥. S. 16009; p. 1295 (D). 

Lime, Tank Line to Central Territor vs: PS. 
A. 17150, 17250, 17298; p. 1183 (D). 

Limestone, from Mascot to Nashville, Tenn.; 
F. S. A. 16986; p. 192 (D). 

Lipster, Jacob vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 27906 
(scrap rubber); p. 1352 (P). 

Live stock in the western district; 17000, 
part 9; pp. 1009, 1253, 1463 

Live stock, Idaho to interstate destinations; 
I. and S. 4294; p. 527 (D 

Live stock to and from points in the south- 
east; I. and S. 1563, modified; p. 194. 

Live stock services at Chicago; Li and. S. 
4296; pp. 281, 995, 1077 (FP), 1467. 

Lloyd ‘Brothers Co. vs. Grand Trunk Western 
‘py al.; 27814 (hammered granite); p. 1348 

Lloyd Brothers Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et 
al.; 27729 (granite and marble); pp. 195 
(P), 992. 

Lombardo, Salvatore, application; MC 84351, 
reopened; p. 1464. 

Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Company 
et al., abandonment; Finance 11983; p. 
1350 (D). 

Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Company 
et al., acquisition & operation; Finance 
11935; p. 946 (D). ; 

Loss, Andrew A., application; 
1297 (D). 


Louisiana & Arkansas, acquisition Rock Is- 
land, Arkansas & Louisiana; Finance 11531; 


MC 15669; p. 


Lawelon & Arkansas, merger, etc.; 
11844; pp. 902, 1082. 
Louisiana & Arkansas, 

11864; p. 530 (D). 


Finance 


operation; Finance 


Louisiana & Northwest Railroad Co., reor- 
ganization; Finance 10813; pp. 402, 714, 
1132. 


Louisiana Southern, receiver’s 
Finance 11918; p. 442 (D). 
Louisiana Southern Railway Company, aban- 

donment; Finance 11939; p. 946 (D). 
Lumber from Decatur, Ala. to Gulf ports; 
I. and S. 4388, modified; pp. 317 (D), 944, 
1244, 
Lumber from Virginia: F. S. A. 6791; p. 704 


certificates ; 


(D). 

Lumber, South Pacific Coast territory to Tex- 
arkana, —" and Shreveport, La.; F. S. A. 
17144; p. 382 (D). 

Lumber, southern territory to Central terri- 
tory including Illinois freight territory; 
F. S. A. 623 et al, 16819; p. 642 (D). 

Lumber, to New Orleans; F. S. A. 17129; p. 
317 (D). 

Lumber, transit, Pacific coast to eastern 
points; I. and S. 4173; p. 992 (D). 

Lustberg, Nash & Co., Inc., vs. New York, 
New Haven & Hartford et al.; 27588 (cot- 
ton piece goods); p. 639 (D). 

Maas, R. H., application; MC 50424; p. 114 
(D). 

Machinery, Minneapolis, Minn. 

Mont.; 27343; p. (D). 

Mack, i | Pe application; MC 88524, reopened; 

p. 14000. 


to Gardiner, 











Magistad, John C., MC 29274, 
reopened; p. 120 


Mahon, R.'C., Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et 
oo 27920 (iron and steel articles) p. 1352 


yt 
Maine Central bonds; 


application; 


Finance 11174; pp. 


Maine Central Transportation Co., applica- 
tion; MC 30481; p. 1402 (P). 

Malcom and Malcom, application; MC 11986; 
p. 1399 (D). 

Malt liquors, midwestern points to Pacific 
coast; I. and S. 4438; p. 1347 (D). 

Malt liquors, New Orleans to Texas ports; 
I. and S. 4417; p. 1401 (P). 

Malt liquors, New Orleans to Texas points; 
I. and S. 4384; p. 1241 (D). 

Manassa Timber Co. vs. Warren - Saline 
River et al.; 27659; (pine piling); 58 (D). 
Manaster, Harry and Brother Boag Seunapien- 

nia; 27978 (meat products) ; 6. 
Mandan Creamery & Produce om | a 
et al.; 27702 (butter and eggs); p. 382 (D). 
Mandeville Mills et al. vs. Alabama Central 
et al.; 27446 (coal); p. 591 (D). 
Marine Junk Co. et al. vs. Southern; 27882 
(used rails); pp. 593 (P), 1457 (D). 
— L. R., application; MC 50446; p. 706 


D). 

Martin Transfer Co., application; MC 52025; 
p. 382 (D). 

Maryland Distillery, Inc., 


Calvert Distilling 
Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 27795 (whiskey bar- 
rels); p. 486 (P). 


Master Truckman of America, Inc. vs. Penn- 
Sylvania et al.; 27688 (pick-up and deliv- 
ery); p. 7. 

Matador Land & Cattle Co., Ltd. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; 27674 (stocker and feeder 
rates); p. 1299 (P). 

a or truck rating; I. and S. M-219; 
p 

Matches, paper book, in the middle Atlantic 
states; I. and S. MC-328; p. 1300 (P). 

Mayer, Oscar, & Company vs. Alton et al.; 
27866 (fresh meats); pp. 488, 531 (P). 

= Merton C., application; MC 86953; 

116, 877. 
ae Lewis, application; MC 61591; p. 256 

MoMakin Motor Coaches, 
MC 61120; p. 1183 (D). 

Meat, fresh, Iowa and Minnesota to the east; 
I. and S. 4367; p. 115 (P). 

Meats, Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., 
I. and S. M-190; p. 709 (P). 

Meehan, William 3 application; MC 78662; 
p. 1349 (D). 

Melons from western points to official terri- 
tory; F. S. A. 16469; p. 107 (D). 

Melton, H. M., application; MC 50481; p. 828 


(D). 

Mendell, M. Lester vs. Long Island; 27865 
(umber); pp. 437 (P), 1073 (D). 

Mercury Motorways, Inc., MC 15214, further 
er p. 120. 

Meyer, 'E. & Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
26870 y aH separation); p. 1187 (PY. 

Meyer, Florence, application; MC 20565, re- 
opened; p. 1349. 

Meyer, Harry L., application; MC 45227, re- 
opened; p. 59. 

Michigan Cab Co., 
50488; p. 1399 (D). 


Middle Atlantic States motor carrier rates; 
Ex Parte MC 14; pp. 57, 316, 415, 527, 758. 


Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Con- 
ference, Inc. vs. Central Railroad Co. of 
New Jersey et al.; 27837 (all-freight); pp. 
643 (P), 1306. 

Middlings, Chicago to Central territory; I. & 
S. 4330; pp. 114 (D), 944, 1455 (D). 

Midland Electric Coal Corporation vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; 26558 and associated _ cases, 
effective dates postponed; pp. re- 
opened; p. 1184. 


Mid-State Petroleum Co. et al. vs. Alton et 
al.; 27840 (petroleum and products); Dp. 


Inc., application; 


to Colorado; 


Ine., application; MC 


593 (P). 
Midwest Ne ms Co. vs. (lamp ports); 
27673 ; 9 (D 


Mid- Wishes Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, 
Ine. vs. Riteway Motor Service et al.; MC 
C-14; p. ay (D). 

Miles, H. & Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 27591 
(po anal p. 192 (D). 

Miller Waste Mills, Inc. vs. C. oe St..P. 
P. et al.; 27656 (thread waste) ; 641 ay 

Miller Waste Mills, Inc. vs. Cliffside Railroad 
Co. et al.; 27657 (cotton factory sweep- 
ings); p 1079 (P). 

Milligan va Higgins Corporation vs. B. & O. 
et al.; 27545 coal; p. 114 (D). 

Milligan, Bill, application; MC 61728, re- 
opened; p. 708. 

sa Pacific Coast to central territory; 
eS. 16985; p. 316 (D). 

Milne yalekee Co vs. N. Y. C.; 23132 (lum- 
ber); pe 1188 (P). 

Milroy rain Corporation vs. Cleveland, Cin- 
cinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway; 
27758 (car-spotting); p. 825 (D). 

Mineral Range Railroad Company trustees, 
abandonment, Finance 11879; p. 274 (D). 

Minneapolis, Red Lake & Manitoba, aban- 
donment; — 11691; pp. 444 (P), 1194. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Co., abandonment; 
Finance 10910; p. 147 (D). 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co., aban- 
donment; Finance 10907; p. 451 (D). 
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Minneapolis & St. Louis, lease; Finance 
11817; p. 947 (P). 
Minneapolis & St. Louis, receivers’ certifi- 


cates; Finance 11985; p. 878 (D). 

Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie, 
reorganization; Finance 11897; pp. 67, 441, 
835, 1413, 1466. 

Minnesota & Ontario Paper Co. et al. vs. 
Northern Pacific et al.; 11950 and asso- 
ciated cases; order modified; p. 529. 

Mississippi Cotton Seed Crushers’ Association 
vs. Alton et al.; — (soya bean cake and 


meal); p. 827 (D). 

Missouri & Arkansas, notes; Finance 11984; 
p. 1076 (D). 

Missouri-Kansas-Texas, bonds; Finance 9660; 
p. 1458 (D). 

Missouri Pacific, reorganization; Finance 


9918; pp. 66, 150, 278, 333, 482, 533, 716, 
1307, 1467. 
Missouri Pacific Transportation Co., 
sion of operations; MC 61616; p. 27. 
Mitchell, Arthur W. vs. C. R. I. & P.; 27844 
(negro passenger accommodations); pp. 
582, 1078 (P), 1306, 1358. 
Mo.-Ark. Coach Lines, Inc., 
44613; MC 50498; pp. 114, 
Mogue Petroleum and Transportation Co., ex- 


exten- 


application; MC 
708. 


"oo of operations; MC 573, reopened; 

p. ; 

Molasses from north Atlantic ports; F. S. A. 
16488; p. 1074 (D). 

Monroeville Bus Co., application; 67308; p. 
706 (D). 

Moore Transportation Co., application; MC 
2042, reopened; p. 1464. 

Moorman, Clarence, application; MC 50504, 


reopened; p. 10. 

Morris-Buick Co., Inc. vs. Grand Trunk West- 
ern; 27823 (unethical conduct alleged); pp 
1083, 1245 (P). 

Morse, Hugh Bernard, application; MC 50872; 


p. 1128 (D). 
Mortell, J. W. Company vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
3 al.; 27935 (road oil and asphalt); pb. 
Motor Freight application; MC 


Express, 

59957, reopened; p. 402. 

Motor insurance; Ex Parte MC-5; p. 191 (D). 

Mount Carmel Railroad Company, lease; Fi- 
nance 11910; pp. 592, 654 


Munyan Motor Freight, ‘Inc., application; 
MC 86355, reopened; p. 436. 
Murray, Albert L., application; MC 44635; 


p. 113 (D). 

Nashville Bridge Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. et 
al.; 27566 (steel angles, etc.); p. 317 (D). 

National Airways, Inc., rate review; air 
mail 4; p. 641 (D). 

National Automotive Fibres, Inc., vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio et al.; 27779 (cotton mill 
factory sweepings); p. 705 (D). 

National Delivery Association, Inc., 
tion; MC 2161; p. 1403 (P). 

National Freight Lines, Inc., application; MC 
3563; p. 61 (P). 

National Mortar & Supply Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al.; 27472 (limestone); p. 191 (D). 

Nebraska State Railway Commission vs. 
Union Pacific et al.; 27608 (trans-Missouri 
grain rates); p. 1351 (P). 


applica- 


Nedwed, Raymond, applictaion; MC 50517 
p. 591 (D). 
Nelson & Albermarle Railway Company, 


bonds; Finance 11890; p. 491 (D). 
Nevin Midland Lines, application; 16975; p. 
642 (D). 
New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; 27804 (cotton); p. 829 (P). 
Newsprint from Minnesota and Canada; F. S. 
A. 16926; p. 759 (D) 
Newsprint and wall paper, Minnesota and 
Wisconsin; F. S. A. 16958; p. 827 (D) 


Newton, Marvin R., application; MC 31657; 
p. 435 (D). 
New York Central, abandonment; Finance 


11870; p. 1307 (P). 


New York Central, 
ay and liability; 


assumption of obliga- 

‘io Finance 12033; p. 1458 

New York Central bonds; Finance 12008; p. 
1076 (D). 

New York Central et al., 
nance 12014; p. 1467. 

New York, New Haven & Hartford, reorgan- 
ization; Finance 10992; pp. 12, 148, 214, 
279, 444, 538, 592, 903, 1409. 

New York, New Haven & Hartford et al., 
abandonment; Finance 11578; pp. 113, 
1298. 

New York, New Haven & Hartford, abandon- 
ment; Finance 11606; pp. 12 (P), 401 (D). 

New York, New Haven & Hartford, abandon- 
a Finance 11823; pp. 706 (P), 1197 

New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad 
Company trustees, abandonment; Finance 
11824; p. 294 (D). 

New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad 
es certificates; Finance 11966; p. 946 


construction; Fi- 


New York, Ontario & Western, reorganiza- 
tion; Finance 11662; p. 1010. 

New York, Susquehanna & Western, reor- 
ganization; Finance 11681; pp. 214, 948. 
Niagara Freight Lines, Inc., purchase West- 
lake & Albertson, Inc.; MC F-8; p. 940 (P). 
Ni Sun Lines, Ltd., application; MC 2891; 

p. 116 (P). 
Norfolk & Portsmouth Belt Line Railroad 


Finance 11894; p. 197 


North Coast Transportation Co., extension 
of operations; MC 224; p. 317 (D). 

North East Texas Motor Lines, Inc., pur- 
chase Ben Perkins; MC F-15; p. 877 (D). 

Northern Pacific Railway Company, aban- 
donment; Finance 11842; p. 120 (D). 

Northland- -~Greyhound, purchase Menzo M. 
Liederbach; MC F-82; reopened; p. 944. 

Northland-Greyhound, self-insurance; MC 
1509; p. 318 (D). 

Norton, Merritt, application; MC 88319; p. 
1403 (P). 

Norwich Wire Works vs. B. & M. et al.; 
27801 (perforated steel sheets); p. 385 (P). 

Nypano Railroad Company, acquisition prop- 
erties of Youngstown & Austintown Rail- 
way Co.; Finance 11869; p. 120 (D). 

O. & W. Transit Company, application; MC 
30168; p. 591 (D). 

Ohio Greyhound, purchase of Red Star Way; 
MC F-351; p. 1399 (D). 

Ohio Hydrate & Supply Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al.; 27472 Giecestene) ; p. 191 (D). 

Oils and foots, from Louisiana ports; F. S. 
A. 16962; p. 192 (D). 

Old Colony, abandonment; 
pp. 835 (D), 1244. 

Old Colony, abandonment; 
pp. 759 (D), 1298. 

Old Colony Coach Lines, 
39372, reopened; p. 760. 
Oleomargarine, Chattanooga, Tenn., 
ingham, Ala.; I. and §S.; M-274; 


p. 1078 
(P). 

Oliver, J. E., application; MC 88013, re- 
opened; p. 1464. 

Oregon Pacific & Eastern Railway Co., reor- 
een: Finance 11855; pp. 146, 450, 
1 > 

Pacific Freight Lines, purchase, C. B. Mc- 
Clain; MC F-69, F-91, F-92; p. 1074 (D). 

Pacific Redwood Casket Co. vs. Northwestern 
Pacific et al.; 27845 (redwood coffin stock) ; 
p. 939 (P). 

Packing-house products, East St. Louis to 
Hopkinsville; I. and S. 4406; p. 588 (D). 
Paddison, A. D., extension of operation; MC 

61748; p. 1349 (D). 

Paper and paper articles in Western terri- 
tory; F. S. A. 17043; p. 316 (D 

Paper and paper articles, minimum rate 
from Wisconsin points to Chicago; 27821; 
p. 879 (P). 

Paper bags to Norfolk and Newport News, 
Va.; F. S. A. 17149; p. 1073 (D). 

Paper box board, Wilmington, Del., to New 
York City; I. and S.; M 308; p. 1185 (P). 

Paper, building, from Dallas, Tex.; F. S. A. 
16359; p. 193 (D). 

Paper, newsprint, from Dounacona, Que., to 
Chicago, Ill.; F. S. A. 16823; p. 9 (D). 
Paper, to St. Joseph, Mo.; F. S. A. 16875; p. 

192 (D). 

Paper, truck rates, New York, N. Y., to New 
Jersey; I. and S. M-241; p. 709 (P). 

Paper, wall, from Worcester, Mass., to Phil- 
adelphia, Pa.; F. S. A. 16948; p. 192 (D). 

Parker, Harl H., application; MC 86972; p. 
591 (D). 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. B. & O. 
_* 27471 (iron and steel); pp. 58 (D), 
128. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; 14760 and associated cases, mod- 
ified; p. 759. 

Passenger carriers, status of, between Cin- 
cinnati, O., and Kentucky points; Ex Parte 
MC 8; p. 591 (D). 

Passenger fares, eastern; F. S. A. 16877; p. 
992 (D). 

Passenger fares, Hudson & Manhattan Rail- 
road; I. and S. 4394; p. 1188 (P). 

Patterson, Frank Jess, application; MC 953, 
reopened; p. 119. 


Pearl River Valley Railroad Company, aban- 
donment; Finance 11998; p. 1184 (D). 

Penn Metal Corporation of Pennsylvania vs. 

. & H. et al.; 27786 (culvert pipe); pp. 

117 (P), 877. 

Pennsylvania-Central Airlines 
bid; air mail 46; p. 1379. 

Pennsylvania Greyhound, extension of opera- 
tions; MC 1502; p. 1349 (D). 

Peoples Rapid Transit on 
tion; MC 482; p. 1075 (D 

Peoria & Eastern securities; Finance 11940; 
p. 592 (D). 

Pere Marquette Railway Co., 
12035; p. 1298 (D). 

Perkiomen Railroad, bonds; Finance 11767; 
p. 324 (D). 

Par: R. E., application; MC 861; p. 758 


). 

Peterson & Peterson, application; MC 50581; 
p. 591 (D). 

Petroleum between Washington and Oregon 
points; I. and S. 4281; pp. 28, 324. 

Petroleum coke, Chicago district to Sault 
ote. Marie, Mich.; F. S. A. 17106; p. 640 
(D). 

Petroleum products, refined, Southwest 
points; 17000, part 4A; pp. 388, 937. 

Philadelphia, City of, vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al.; 27427 (Philadelphia port rates); p. 
1185 (P). 

Philadelphia & Chester Valley Railroad, 
bonds; Finance 11926; p. 530 (D). 

Pick-up and delivery service at eastern ports; 


Company, notes; 
(D) 


Finance 11529; 
Finance 11559; 
application; MC 


to Birm- 


Corporation, 
applica- 


bonds; Finance 
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+ pen S. 4380; effective date postponed; p. 


Pierce Butler Radiator Corporation vs. D. & 
D>) al.; 27605 (moulding sand); p. 377 
( 


Pilgrim Plywood Corporation vs. Central 


— et al.; 27726 (box shooks); p. 255 
(D). 
Piling, pine, Fullerton, Ark., to Omaha, 


Neb.; 27659; p. 58 (D). 

Pittsburgh, Allegheny & McKees Rocks Rail- 
road Co., abandonment; Finance 11902; p. 
530 (D). 

Pittsburgh & Harrisburg Short Line Rail- 
road Co.; 12068 (proposed Deisel-electric 
road); p. 1357. 

Pittsburgh & West Virginia, notes; 
11881; p. 60 (D). 

Pittsburgh & West Virginia, notes; 
11920; p. 491 (D). 

Pittsburgh, Lisbon, and Western et al., prac- 
tices of; 27402; pp. 990, 1244, 1254, 1412. 
Pomeroy, Lewis R., application; MC 50597; 

p. 877 (D). 

Pontefract, William Bradbury, 
MC 83496; p. 1242 (D). 

Port services, ocean-real; I. and S. 4380; p. 
1182 (D). 

Potatoes and onions to W. T. L. and south- 
west; I. and S. 4495; p. 1465 (D). 

Potatoes from the south to Canada; F. S. A 
17164; p. 1399 (D). 

Pratt, Clifford L., application; MC 88101; 
p. 1348 (D). 

Primrose Petroleum Co. vs. Gulf, Colorado & 
Sante et al.; 27748 (gas, oil) ; pp. 438 
( 

Property Owners’ Committee et al. vs. er 
peake & Ohio et al.; 27669 (rates); 66. 
Protective service to perishable freight ; 

20769; pp. 281, 1307, 1350. 

Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., 
New Jersey motor unification; MC F-436 
and associated cases; p. 994 (P). 

Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., 
purchase, Beach Haven Bus Co.; MC F-389, 
also MC F-451, p. 940 (P). 

Puget Sound-Portland Lines, Inc., merger, 
oh Motor Freight, Inc.; MC F165; p. 

Pullman fare increase case; Ex Parte 125; 
p. 707. (See also under general index.) 

Putnam County Railroad Co., acquisition, 
Finance 11848; p. 713 (P). 

Quaker Stages, Inc., application; MC 2800, re- 
opened; p. 828. 

Quanah, Acme & Pacific Railway Co. vs. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway = 
et al.; 26070 (Floydodo gateway case); 

528 (D); effective date postponed 828, 1297: 
1306, 1348. 

Quemahoning Branch Railroad Company et 

* abandonment; Finance 11981; p. 878 


(D). 
Quincy, Omaha & Kansas City Railroad Co., 


Finance 


Finance 


application; 


abandonment; Finance 12053; p. 1256. 
R. & R. Express Co., application; MC 63041; 
p. 1242 (D). 


Radbill Oil Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 27878 
(petroleum products); p. 1352 (P). 

Rails and track material to southwest; F. S. 
A. 16949; p. 1296 (D). 

Railway Express Agency, Inc.; 28004 (mer- 
ger); p. 1083; 1295 (D). 

Rapid Transit Co., application; MC 71378, 
reopened; p. 592. 

Rauh, E. & Sons Fertilizer Co. vs. A. & E. 
et al.; 27494, effective date postponed; pp. 
278, 324. 

Razinowitz, Herman, application; MC 50607; 
p. 591 (D). 

Red Ball Motor Freight Lines, application; 
MC 84482; p. 1458 (D). 

Red caps, status of, Ex Parte 72; pp. 436 (P) 
485, 766. 

Red Star Lines, Inc., application; MC 75665; 
p. 1399 (D). 

Red Star Milling Co. vs. Aberdeen & Rock- 


fish et al.; 26140 (grain and products); p. 
590 (D). 

Refrigerator materials, Memphis, Tenn., to 
Dayton, O., I. and S. M-60; p. 381 (D). 


Reliance Trucking Co., Inc., application; 
MC 65897; p. 642 (D). 

Richmond Greyhound Lines, control Penin- 
sula Transit Corp., MC F-119; p. 649 (D). 


Rico, Monico, application; MC 50628; p. 256 


(D). 

Riss & Co., Inc., application; MC 200, re- 
opened; p. 490. 

Riss & Co., Inc., purchase Sooner Distribut- 


ing Co., Inc., MC F-422; p. 1402 (P). 

Roadbuilding materials, from Tampa, Fla.; 
y. @. A, Be1kl: p. 936 (D s 

Robinson Clay Products Co. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al.; 27778 (sewer pipe); pp. 195 
(P), 1242 (D). 

Rochester & Pittsburgh Coal Co. vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio, 27960 and associated cases 
(coal to Buffalo); p. 589 (D). 

Rock Island Motor Transit Co., purchase 
White Line Motor 7 Co., inc., et al.; 
MC F-445; p. 454 (P). 

Rockingham Chemical Line Corporation vs. 
Southern Railway Co. et al.; (mor- 
tar); p. 1459 (P). 

Roofing material, Port Wentworth, Ga., to 
Columbia; F. es 17030; p. 114 (D). 

Rosenblum, N. E., application: MC 13853, and 
associated cases, reopened; p. 1464. 


ee. 


= 


Commission, Cases Before 


Rosenthal Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., ap- 
plication; MC 86548; p. 1399 (D). 

Rountree, Jay, application, MC 1210; p. 758 
D 


(D). ; 

Royal Crystal Salt Co. vs. American Trans- 
portation Co. et al.; 27242 (salt rate adjust- 
ment); p. 825 (D). 

Rugs and carpets from Amsterdam, N. Y., to 
Passaic, N. J.; I. and S. M-151; p. 591 (D). 

Russell Transfer & Storage, application, MC 
34830, reopened; p. 324. 

Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., purchase Os- 
borne; MC F-192; p. 193 (D). 

St. Anthony & Dakota Elevator Co. vs. Den- 
ver & Salt Lake et al.; 27925 (coal); DP. 
1129 (P). 

St. Joseph Belt Railway Co.; 27622 (account- 
ing); p. 1183 (D). 

St. Joseph Grain Exchange et al. vs. Arkan- 
sas Valley Interurban et al.; 27782 (coarse 
grains); p. 1077 (P). 

St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange et al. vs. L. 
& N.; 27818 (wheat); p. 937 (D). 

St. Louis-San Francisco, abandonment; Fi- 
nance 11978; pp. 1400 (D), 1414 (D). m 

St. Louis-San Francisco, reorganization; Fi- 
nance 10008; pp. 324, 768, 402, 835, 945, 
1083. 

St. Louis Southwestern et al., abandonment; 
Finance 11914; p. 708 (D). are = 

St. Louis Southwestern, reorganization; Fi- 
nance 11040; pp. 383 (P), 714, 832, 944, 1084, 
1191. ; 

St. Paul Bridge & Terminal, acquisition; Fi- 
nance 11743; p. 67 (D). | 

Salemi, Pete L., application; MC 86488, re- 
opened; p. 60. , 

Salt, from Retsof and Ludlowville, N. Y., to 
Hopewell, Va.; F. S. A. 16365; p. 1295 (D). 

Salt, from Retsof and Ludlowville, N. Y.; 
F. S. A. 16364; p. 758 (D). | 

Salt from Texas and Louisiana; F. S. A. 
15943 and 17122; p. 485 (P). 

Salt, southern arbitraries; 17000, part 13; DP. 
1183 (D). 

Salt; W. n, t. CC. eA ends: W.; Ten, 
art 13; p. 282. 

gamya. jvemiaa, application; MC 50868; p. 
1243 (D). , 

Sand and clay, phosphates, from Florida to 
southern states; 27262; p. 58 (D). _ 

Sand and gravel, Mississippi; 27940; p._150. 

Sand, etc., within South Carolina; Finance 
11650, 22109; pp. 641 (D), 1399 (D). 

Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., merger, 
Santa Fe Trail Stages, Inc., et al.; MC 
F362; p. 59 (D). é re 

Savannah & Asante reorganization; 
Finance 11 : D. a 

Schroetlin, Theo.; application; MC 50680; p. 
1457 (D). : 

Schumacher, Walter, operation; MC 70426; p. 
1297 (D). wre ; 
Schwerling, Paul, application; MC 50495; p. 

256 (D). ; 

Scott Brothers, Inc., pick-up and delivery; 
MC 2744; pp. 587 (D), 792, 959. 

Seaboard Air Line Railway, abandonment; 
Finance 11725; p. 1136 (P). i 

Seaboard Air Line Railway, extension of 
operations; MC 86687; p. 486 (P). 

Seatrain Lines, Inc., vs. A. C. and Y. et al.; 
25727, 27011 and 27445 (rates); pp. 379 (D), 
650, 828, 1136, 1194. ‘ 

Seeds, stop-off on, at W. T. F. points; I. and 
S. 4449; p. 992 (D). 

Shankman, Joe, application; MC 50035; p. 591 
D 


(D). 

Shansky, vue. application; MC 86216, re- 
opened; p. 324. 

Sheboygan, Wis., City of, et al. vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.: 26730 (switching); p. 117 (P), 
1348 (D). 

Shelby County Railway Company, abandon- 
ment; Finance 11853, 11854; p. 197 (D). 
Sheldon, Archie, vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 27805 

(horses); p. 829 (P). 

Sherwood, S. A., application; MC 86694, re- 
opened; p. 1464. 

Shilling. Charles F., application; MC 80245, 
reopened; p. 1349. pass 

Shipman Bros. Transfer Co., application; MC 
29791, reopened; p. 1464. ; e 

Shoes, Jacksonville, Fla., to Quitman, Ga.; 
I. and S. 4386; p. 255 (D). 

Shreveport, Houston & Gulf Railroad Com- 
pany, abandonment; Finance 11865; p. 388 
(D). 

Shrimp from the south to eastern cities; I. 
and S. 4203; p. 317 (D). 

Silver Fleet Motor Express, Inc.. purchase 
Harvey C. Malone; MC F-38; p. 828 (D). 
Sinclair Prairie Pipe Line Co. et al., valua- 

tion: 1206; p. 198 (D). 

Skilling, Howard L., application; MC 30132, 
reopened; p. 194. 

Skojec, Bessie, application; MC 86391, re- 
opened; p. 120. 

Slocum Motor Freight rates. canned goods 
and groceries; I. and S. M 233; p. 709 (P). 

Smith Brothers Construction Corporation et 
al. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al.; 27686 (rip 
rap stone); p. 877 (D). 

— C. M., application; MC 39992; p. 317 
(D) 


Smith, J. Hungerford, Sales Co., Inc., vs. 
Pennsylvania et al.; 27775 (strawberries) ; 
p. 759 (D). 

Smith, Mercer Charles. extension of opera- 
tions; MC 43806; p. 593 (P). 

Smith, O. A.. Agency, Inc.. vs. Boston & 
Albany et al.; 23914, modified; p. 490. 











Snyder, Nathan I., application; MC 86509; p. 
1349 (D). 

Soap and soap powders in the southwest; 
F. S.A. 17121; p. 1297 (D). 

Soap, Boston, Mass., to Philadelphia, Pa.; 
F. S. A. 16927; F. S. O. 13003; p. 114 (D). 
Soap in western trunk line territory; F. S. A. 

17034; p. 759 (D). 

Soapstone and talc, between southern and of- 
ficial points; I. and S. 4400; p. 700. 

Sonken-Galamba Corporation vs. C. & A. et 
al.; 22627 (scrap iron); p. 316 (D). 

Sooner Distributing Co., Inc., application; 
MC 59874, reopened; p. 60. 

South Dakota Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al.; 27204 
(refined lubricating oils); pp. 705 (D), 1184. 

South Dakota Independent Oil Men’s Associa- 
tion et al. vs. A. & S. et al.; 26954 (pe- 
troleum); p. 316 (D). 

Southeast Arkansas Freight Line, Inc., ap- 
plication; MC 889; p. 1183 (D). 

Southeastern Greyhound Lines, securities; 
MC F-423; p. 61 (P). 

Southern class rates, 1937; 27655; p. 1008. 

Southern Fruit Distributors, Inc., applica- 
tion; MC 82385; p. 257 (P). 

Southern Pacific, abandonment; Finance 
11964; p. 1184 (D). 

Southern Pacific, acquisition and bonds; Fi- 
nance 6045, 7942; p. 278 (D). 

Southern Pacific, assumption of obligatio 
and liability; Finance 11948; p. 592 (D). 

es Pacific, bonds; Finance 11912; p 


388 (D). 
— Pacific, bonds; Finance 9570; p. 540 


Southern Pacific, self-insurance; MC 29423, 
29424, 39968 and 43401; p. 435 (D). 

Southern Railway, abandonment: Finance 
10896; p. 66 (D). 

Southern Railway, abandonment: Finance 
11962; p. 998 (D). 

Southern Railway, abandonment; Finance 
10896; p. 1084 (D). 

Southern Railway, abandonment; Finance 
11961; p. 998 (D). 

Southern Railway, equipment financing; Fi- 
nance 12015; p. 948. 

Southern Railway, stock issue; Finance 11893: 
pp. 16, 282 (D). 

Southern territory, rates from, to and be- 
tween; F. S. A. 13470; p. 936 (D). 

Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; 15037, effective date post- 
poned; p. 642, reopened p. 944. 

Southwest Missouri Railroad Co., application; 
MC 50735; p. 642 (D). 

Spokane International Railway, reorganiza- 
tion; Finance 10131; pp. 17 (D), 1466. 

Spenics, J. C., application; MC 40179; p. 706 


Srong-Scott Manufacturing Co. vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al.; 27680 (mill hammers); p. 317 (D). 
Staley, A. E., Manufacturing Co. vs. Wabash: 
27923 (table sauce); pp. 644 (P), 1348 (D). 
Standard Paint Co. et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; 11203 and 
Pc —_. a hearings; p. 944. 
andar rucking Co., Inc., application; M 
60847; p. 828 (D). sid 4 
ort a Line Co. vs. Alton et al.: 
petroleum asphalt); ~ 352 (By), 
one o. a 1298 id ; 
apleton, J. F., application; MC 50754: p. 
706 (D). ? ‘i . 
Stee drum barrels or drums; 3666; p. 758 


Steiner, S. S., Inc., vs. Northern Pacific et 
al.; 27718 (hops); p. 1242 (D). 

Steiner, S. S., Inc., vs. Northern Pacific et 
al.; 27730 (hops); p. 1353 (P). 

Steinla Motor and Transportation Co., Inc.. 
application; MC 19734; p. 193 (D). 


Stevens Brothers vs. Northern Pacific: 27343 
(sand and gravel crushing machinery); p. 
58 (D). ‘ 

Storage at New York; Ex Parte 104: p. 1009. 

Stoves, Alabama and Tennessee to Kentucky 
and Ohio; I. and S. M-100; p. 757 (D). — 

seven ae aaeme Co.. Ine; va. be 

- et al.; castings, etc.); . 11 ¢P), 
641 (D). " ilies oh 

Suburban Motor Freight, Inc., purchase 
oe M. Burnside; MC F-473; p. 1399 

Sugar from Gulf Coast port groups; I. and S. 
4096; p. 68, effective date postponed p. 
278, reopened p. 530. 

Sugar, Wheatley, Ark., to Arkansas points; 
I. and S. 4448; p. 1242 (D). 

Sulphur, crude, to Erie, Pa.; F. S. A. 15340, 
reopened; p. 1184. 

Sulphur, crude, to points in New York: F. S. 
A. 16234, reopened; p. 1400. 

Sulphur, crude, to Rochester, N. Y.; F. S. A. 
16679; p. 193 (D). 

Sulphur from North Atlantic ports; F. S. A. 
15762 and 17068, reopenea; p. 1184. 

Summer & Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.: 27671 
(scrap iron); p. 9 (D). 

Summers Hardware & Supply Co. et al. vs. 
B. & O. et al.; 27806 (iron and steel); p. 


Swift & Co. et al. vs. Akron, Canton & 
Youngstown et al.: 27161 (meat case re- 
versed); p. 875 (D). 

Swift and Company et al. vs. Alton et al.; 


K 
“opened; p. 324. 
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27862 (yardage charges at Chicago); pp. 
1304, 1357. 

Swift & Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe et al.; 22752 (cottonseed oil reparation) ; 
p. 1455 (D). 

System Arizona Express Service, Inc., ap- 
plication; MC 86687; p. 592. 

System Arizona Express Service, Inc., appli- 
— MC59074; pp. 256 (D), 759, 1128, 

Tennessee, Alabama & Georgia Railway Com- 
pany: securities; Finance 11801; p. 274 
( 


Terminal Transport Co., Inc., application; 
MC 22229, reopened; p. 1350. 

Texas & New Orleans bonds; Finance 11970; 
p. 1184 (D). 

Texas & New Orleans et al., abandonment; 
Finance 9694; pp. 324 (D), 401 (D). 

Texas & Pacific Motor Transport, purchase 
Southern Transportation Co.; MC F-378; 
p. 1351. (P). 

Texas & Pacific, abandonment; Finance 11790; 
p. 600 (D). 


Thomas, C. application; MC 4589, re- 


Thompso pL Tr application ; MC 50795; 
in arnt of Gxpiess & Terminal 
Corporation; I. and S. M-283; p. 940 (P). 
Tobacco Sftientigatalics, to Oklahoma City, 

Okla.;: F. S. A: T@i6; p. 26 (Dd). 


ERIODICAL ROG p. 1127 
Townshend odma 


n, broker application; 


MC 67688; p. 529 (D). 
ans-Am Service; MC 22253, 


p. 120. a 
_ Willard M., application ; MC 8813; 
+ Ss 


; t 
taté ~ Cirabsit ~ Co., purchase, Dixie 
Coaches;~Inc.; MC F-186; p. 59 (D). 
Tri-State Transportation Co., application; 
MC 1185; p. 1457 (D). 
Teast, Julia, application; MC 86611; p. 1457 


Tung nut pomace from and to the south; 
F. S. A. 17087; p. 877 (D). 

Union: City Transfer, application; MC 32528: 
p. 1457 (D). 

Union Fork & Hoe Co. vs. ——?—; 27678 
(handle material); p. 9 (D). 

United Motor Transportation, Inc., applica- 
tion; MC 41710, effective date postponed; 


p. 530. 

U. _S. Phosphoric Products Corporation vs. 
Butte, Anaconda & Pacific et al.; 19890 
(fertilizer); pp. 1134, 1256, 1413. 

United Transports, Inc., purchase, Guy Trans- 
port Co., Inc.; MC F-133; p. 1183 (D). 

United Trucking Service, Inc., application; 
MC 70151; p. 1183 (D). 

Vaughan, Giles Frank, application; MC 78764: 
p. 1074 (D). 

vo L. L., application; MC 86107; p. 1458 


(D). 

Vegetables, fresh, routing, from G. A. S. & 
C. Ry. via G. & F. R. R.; I. and S. 4364; 
p. 61 (P). 

— routing; I. and S. 4364; p. 827 


Victor Lynn Transportation Co., rates; F. S. 
A. 17212; p. 1349 (D). 

Viking Freight Co., application; MC 35484, 
reopened; p. 1075. 

Viking Freight Co., purchase Missouri Motor 
Distributing Corporation; MC F-314; p. 
1127 (D). 

Vincent, Edwin L., purchase, George H. 
Lewis; MC F-208; p. 1243 (D). 

Virginia Coal Operators’ Association et al. vs. 
Louisville & Nashville et al.; F. §S 
16411; p. 116 (P). 

Virginia Commission et al. vs. Chesapeake & 
Ohio et al.; 2771 (coal); p. 147. 


Virginia Dare Transportation Co., applica- 
tion; MC 16, reopened; p. 592. 


Virginia Lime Products Co., Inc., vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio; 27469 (chemical lime); p. 
435 (D). 


Virginia Railway, construction; Finance 
11991; p. 1128 (D). 

Virginian Railway, construction; Finance 
11428, effective date postponed; p. 1464. 

Visalia Electric Railroad, abandonment; Fi- 
nance 11946; p. 878 (D). 

Vitrolite Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 14623, 
further hearing; p. 490. 

Vognild, Henry, application; MC 86952; p. 
992 (D). effective date postponed, pv. 1400. 

Wabasha Roller Mill Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & 
P.; 28787 (transit wheat); p. 1353 (P). 

Wabasha Roller Mill Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & 
P. et al.; 27754 (wheat); p. 1399 (D). ’ 

Wabash Railway et al., abandonment; Fi- 
nance 11783; p. 946 (D). 

Waise. Stanley L., application; MC 76266; 
p. 992 (D). : 

Wallboard, between southern and official ter- 
ritories; I. and S. 4401: p. 989 (D). 

Walter Brewing Co. vs. Union Pacific et al.; 
27663 (beer); p. 317 (D). 

Warrior Southern Railway Co. et al., aban- 
donment: Finance 11782: p. 949 (P). 

Wartena, D. L., Inc.. application; MC 69842; 
p. 642 (D). 

Wartena, D. L.. Ine., consolidation; MC 
F-121; p. 828 (D). 

Washington Motor Coach Co., Inc.. merger. 
Vakima Motor Coach Co., Inc., et al.; MC 
F-204; p. 59 (D) 


a. 
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Washington Motor Coach Co., Inc., note; MC 
F-284; pp. 59 (D), 1183 (D). 

Waste Material Dealers’ Association of Ar- 
kansas vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 19919 (scrap 
iron and steel); p. 706 (D). 

Watson Brothers Transportation Co., Inc., 
purchase, Burl D. Hailey; MC F-192; p. 
1399 (D). 

Waverly Growers’ Cooperative et al.; vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al.; 27741 
(citrus fruit estimated weights); p. 703 
(D), effective date postponed, p. 1244. 

Western Air Express Corporation, rate re- 
view 1935-1936; air mail 31; p. 316 (D). 

Western Asphalt Paving Corporation vs. C. 
M. St. P. & P. et al.; 27831 (sand); p. 709 


(P). 

Western-southern class rates; 26510; p. 1411. 

Western Wisconsin Distributing Co. et al. vs. 
Chicago & North Western et al.; 27684 
(potatoes from the south); p. 1299 (P). 

Westinghouse Electric Supply Co. vs. Alton 
& Southern et al.; 27557 (electric refrigera- 
tor cabinets); p. 704 (D). 

Westwood Transportation Co., 
MC 3701, 3705, 
modified p. 278. 

Whiting, E. B. & A. C. Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; 27912 (horse hair); p. 1352 (P). 

Whitney, A. M., extension of operations; MC 
66817; p. 1075 (D). 

Whitney, A. M., purchase, Robert Looney; 
MC F-152; p. 1075 (D). 

Wigginton, J. D., et al. vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al.; 27694 (coal to Chicago en- 
virons); p. 826 (D). 

Wight, Albert and E. H. Wight, application; 
MC 50866; p. 1349 (D). 

Wilhelm, Rudie, Warehouse Co., application; 
MC 550, effective date; p. 10. 

Wilkes-Barre & Eastern, reorganization; Fi- 
nance 11800; p. 1244. 

Wilkes-Barre & Scranton, 
11992; p. 1128 (D). 

Wilkes-Barre Anthracite Corporation, appli- 
cation; MC 61617, reopened; p. 592. 

Wilkins. Dick J., application; MC 50867; p. 
256 (D). 

Willamina & Grand Ronde Railway Company, 
operation; Finance 11859; p. 60 (D). 

Willett Company of Indiana, Inc., extension 
of operations; MC 2815; p. 761 (P). 

Williams, Roy, extension of operators; MC 
7155, reopened; p. 1184. 

Williamsport and North Branch Railway 
Company, abandonment; Finance 11728; p. 
282 (D). 

Wilmington Provision Co. vs. Pennsylvania; 
27767 (fresh meat); p. 528 (D). 

Wilson Storage & Transfer Co., application; 
MC 84481; p. 828 (D). 

Wimer, F. L., vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 27791 
(cattle); p. 827 (D). 

Winter Haven, City of, et al., vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; 22568, modified; p. 194. 
Wisconsin & Michigan Railroad, abandon- 

ment; Finance 11511; p. 214 (D). 

Wisconsin Central et al., abandonment; Fi- 
nance 11904; p. 1467 (P). 

Wisconsin Retail Lumbermen’s Association 
et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 27458 (bitumi- 
nous coal); p. 1242 (D). 


Wisconsin-Upper Michigan Fruit Jobbers As- 
sociation et al. vs. A. T. & N. et al.; 27867 
(bananas); p. 438 (P). 

Wishnatzki & Nathel vs. Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., et al.; 24145 (strawberry 
reparation); p. 705 (D). 

Wood & Selick, Inc., vs. Western Pacific et 
al.; 27724 (desiccated coconut); p. 529 (D). 

Woodpulp, Savannah, Ga., to Hudson Falls, 
N. Y.; F. S. A. 16997; p. 529 (D). 

Wood pulp to Fredericksburg, Va.; F. S. A. 
17062 (wood pulp); p. 1457 (D). 

Woods, J. B., application; MC 86367; p. 1243 


(D). 
Yarbrough, W. R., application; MC 86789; p. 


application; 
further hearing; p. 120, 


bonds; Finance 


1456 (D). ie. 
Yarelberg, Samuel, application; 50958, re- 
opened; p. 530. er 
Yellowstone Park Lines, Inc., application; 


MC 58965; p. 1243 (D). : : 
Yosemite Valley Railway, reorganization; Fi- 
nance 11481; p. 492. ’ 
Zaban Storage Co., Inc., broker application; 

MC 12017; p. 195 (P). 





Commission, history of; p. 150. ee 

Commission, proposed rail reorganization 
of; p. 447, 501. 

Commodity statistics; pp. 112, 836, 896. 

Conn, D. D.; speeches and statements 
Transportation Assn. of America); pp. 
616, 1070. 

Consolidated southwestern cases; p. 60. 

Consolidations, rail; general plan for; pp. 
523, 660, 697. 

ne of railroads, pp. 771, 835, 

Cost of carrying freight; p. 895. 

Cushing, J. E.; address at Dallas; p. 1002. 

Damage to ocean freight; liability for; p. 505. 

Daugherty, S. A.; president, Indianapolis Traf- 
fic Club; p. 509. 

Demurrage; pp. 494, 765, 845, 1197, 1420, 1463. 

Depreciation charges, railroad and express; 
pp. 318, 538, 769, 799, 1086. 

alae rates; legislation for; p. 





Den, C. H.; waste in transportation; p. 
Directorates, pp. 384, 403, 706, 
1254, 1298. 


Director General of Railroads, annual report 
of; p. 1472. 

Dixon, E. J.; calculating Ex Parte 123 in- 
creases; p. 897. 

Dobmeier, J. W.; 
Club of Buffalo; p. 

ney. Charles; on rail consolidations; p. 


Doolan, J. F.; president, Traffic Club of New 
Haven; p. 237. 

Dorman, R. H.; railroad wages; p. 1207. 

Drought relief rates; pp. 64, 1254. 

Duman, Dr. C. S.; speech at Buffalo; p. 407. 

Eastman, Commissioner, speech at Chicago; p. 
1019; at Cambridge; pp. 1432, 1469, 983. 


interlocking; 


president, Transportation 


Eberhart, A. F.; president Cincinnati Traffic 
Club; p. 508. 
— = 
EDITORIAL 


Air transport articles by G. 
751. 

Association of American Railroads, failure to 
effect economies; p. 53. 

Aviation regulation; Lea bill; p. 
1127. 

Barge Line and Pettengill bill; p. 698; pro- 
posal to extend operations of; p. 1067; 
annual report; p. 1344. 

Congress and transportation; review of third 
session; p. 1393. 

Consolidation of railroads; need for; pp. 110, 
523, 697. 

Cost of living and freight rates; p. 312. 

Daily Traffic World, value of; p. 579. 

Dunn, S. O.; controversy on editorial ethics, 
pp. 1180, 1257, 1291, 1452. 

Eastman, Commissioner; plan for 
portation authority; p. 983. 

Economies, railroad; failure to effect; p. 53. 

Emergency rail legislation; pp. 819, 871, 983, 
1123, 1237. 

“<a and consolidations of railroads; 
p. ‘ 

Ethics, editorial; pp. 1180, 1257, 1291, 1452. 

os taete 123; comments on decision in; p. 

Financing, railroad; p. 636. 

ot G. M., on government in business; 
p. 751. 

Highways and super-highways; p. 479. 

Inland Waterways Corporation annual report; 
p. 1344. 

Labor ‘‘Cooperation’’ with rail management; 
pp. 109, 580, 751, 932, 1291. 

Leadership, railroad; need for; p. 251, 635. 

— Commission on Pettengill bill; p. 
523. 

Merchant Marine problems; p. 479. 

Molbos, the, in transportation; p. 697. 

Passes and free transportation, railroad and 
airway; pp. 54, 187, 635, 752. 

he ag of freight bills by U. S. government; 
p. 1 : 

Pettengill bill; pp. 524, 698, 1451. 

Pooling of ‘railroad revenues; pp. 110, 187. 

Public interest, definition of; p. 481. 

Rail transportation; percentage of total; p. 
698. 

Railway Age and Marine Engineering posi- 
tions on Pettengill bill; pp. 1180, 1257, 
1291, 1452. 

Railway Business Association transportation 
plan; p. 1451. 

Rate increases and Ex Parte 123; pp. 109, 
123, 375, 579. 

Reorganization of government departments; 


L. Wilson; p. 


580, 820, 


a _ trans- 


p. 252. 

Roosevelt, President, attack on business; p. 
55: on government reorganization; p. 252; 
conference on rail problems; pp. 312, 375, 
697: aviation regulatory bill; pp. 580, 820, 


1127; emergency rail legislation; pp. 819, 
871. 
Securitv Owner; railroad subscriptions for; 


Subsidized competition for the railroads; p. 
Train length limitation legislation; pp. 109, 


Transportation Association of America ques- 
tionnaire on public interest; p. 480; trans- 
portation policy; pp. 931, 1123. 

Transportation authority, Eastman’s proposal 
for; p. 983. 

Transportation plan, need for; pp. 3, 431; 
T. A. of A. plan; pp. 931, 1123. 1451. 

a railroad; pp. 635, 1068, 1177, 1237, 

Water carrier regulation: p. 932. 

Woodlock, T. F., on railroad wages; p. 1393. 

Working rules of rail labor organizations; 
pp. 820, 872. 





Electric railway data; pp. 540, 1357. 

Electric railways, status of under rail retire- 
ment act and railway labor act; pp. 274, 404, 
834, 1197, 1253. 

Elkins act violations; pp. 539, 947, 1085, 1137. 

Equipment, rail; new, defective, condition of, 
ete. (see also passenger equipment); pp. 248, 
273. 337. 494, 582, 682, 730, 822, 836, 1240, 
1474, 1478. 








Expiration date rates; pp. 1084, 1192, 1253. 

Explosives; regulations; pp. 215, 350. 

Export and import traffic; pp. 26, 274, 364, 799, 
907, 1042, 1320, 1368. 


Express companies; plan to consolidate; pp. 
893, 955, 1083. 
Express rates, services, statistics, etc. (see 


also under air transportation); pp. 248, 619, 
769, 792, 866, 1164, 1355. 

Facts about the railroads; releases of A. A. R.; 
pp. 20, 222, 314, 451, 542, 730, 824, 894, 1088, 
1200, 1278, 1396, 1454. 

ah tal Postmaster General; annual report; p. 


Farrell, Mary; president, Women’s Traffic Club 
of Detroit; p. 1281. 

Federal Trade Commission; pp. 22, 68. 

Fertilizer, rates on; pp. 1134, 1256, 1413. 

Fletcher, . V.; speech to N. Y. Board of 
Trade on rail problem; p. 605. 

Flickenger, R.; competitive prices for 
ness; p. 558. 

Floor Covering Traffic Council; p. 422. 

Flynn, J. M.; a defense of forwarders; p. 87; 
concealed loss and damage; p. 1421. 

Ford, Henry, in rail investigation; p. 151. 

Foreign Trade Zones; pp. 617, 797, 851, 908, 
960, 1100, 1155. 

Forwarders, freight; pp. 87, 115. 

Fourth section legislation; pp. 154, 344, 496, 
524, 545, 604, 607, 661, 698, 727, 777, 838, 895, 
954, 1014, 1086, 1141, 1180, 1205 1257, 1292, 
1346, 1416, 1451, 1469. 

Freight Claim Division A. A. R. 
Claims); pp. 777, 1160. 

— a one rates on, etc.; pp. 26, 

: ; ; , 792, 911, 1164, 1255, 1320, 
1382, 1414. - 

Fuel, railroad; pp. 4, 254, 501, 526, 670, 771, 
1112, 1294. 

Gardner, H.; the railroad dilemma; p. 958. 

German National Railways; p. 308. 

Glen, Maxwell; president, Transportation Club 
of Louisville; p. 301. 

Gold ore released rates; pp. 706, 766. 

Gormley, M. J.; speech at Montreal on rail 
problem; p. 665; at Springfield; p. 775; at 
Houston; p. 1359. 

Government ownership of railroads; pp. 603 
604, 698, 756, 874, 896, 1201, 1206, 1258, 1473. 
Grain and products; rates on, etc.; pp. 66, 903, 
998, 1011, 1014, 1193, 1256, 1358, 1414, 1476. 
Grant, W. T.; calculating Ex Parte 123 in- 

creases; p. 1027. 

Harkness, P. J.; president, 
portation Club; p. 508. 

Harris, Byrd; president, Corpus Christi Traffic 
Club; p. 966. 

near S.; The Story of Reconstruction: 

Herndon, S.; praises I. C. C.; p. 1160. 

Hilliard, G. L.; president, Jamestown Trans- 
portation Club; p. 459. 

= pier terminals, sale of; pp. 1318, 1376, 


busi- 


(see also 


Cleveland Trans- 


Holding companies, railroad; p. 215. 
a. J. H.; slow railroad procedure; p. 
Ice and icing; pp. 898, 1307. 
Illinois District Traffic League; p. 239. 
Intercoastal and coastal rates and services; pp. 
87, 164, 227, 293, 508, 554, 615, 617, 676, 677, 
731, 797, 798, 851, 910, 1036, 1040, 1154, 1159, 
1215, 1273, 1274, 1277, 1278, 1376, 1477, 1478. 
Investigation and suspension orders; pp. 10, 
7. a — = 484, 497, 538, 651, 708, 
f ; , 1136, 1193 1251, : 
: mene) 1406, 1458. a 
nvestigation of railroads; pp. 75, 151, 190, 339 
406, 446, 544, 604, 655, 725, 771, 837, 1072: 
1206, 1294, 1361. eviadieninas 
a ee steel; rates on, etc.; pp. 6, 1154, 1374, 
Johnson, H. S.; start of overland trucking; p. 


Johnson, J. M.; speech at Charleston; p. 1042; 
at Kansas City; p. 1265; on St. Lawrence 
5 ee p. on at Washington; p. 1468. 
ohnson, Vera; president, Twin City Women’ 
Traffic Club; p. 557. , 
— J. H.; commends Lissman Plan; p. 


~—. Jesse; views on transportation; pp. 154, 


Kansas City station expense litigation; p. 1085. 

Keeling, F. A.; practice before I. C. C.; p. 
787; traffic as a profession; p. 956. 

Kennedy, J. P.; maritime commissioner and 
ambassador; pp. 85, 162, 297, 456. 

Labor, railroad; number of employes, unem- 
ployment, etc. (see also pensions and com- 
pensation, working rules and wages; pp. 109, 
155, 158, 378, 402, 494, 495, 580, 610, 697, 751, 
ca ~* . tensa =. 1140, 1200, 1238, 

; ° . , 1312, 1346, a , 
1415, 1417, 1473. + oo 

— Commission; speech at New York; p. 

Land grant rates; pp. 211, 950, 999, 1024, 1201, 
1226, 1238, 1309, 1361. 


eee, Jr.; on Ex Parte 123 decision; 


DP. ‘ 

Legislation, railroad (see also under Motor 
Vehicle; Air Transportation; Shipping Legis- 
lation; Fourth Section; Train Length Limita- 
tion; Routes, Through; Loans; Land Grant 
Rates); pp. 154, 170, 188, 216, 217, 219, 272, 
274, 275, 334, 339, 344, 411, 450, 482, 544, 606 
628, 769, 782, 822, 845, 874, 883, 896, 904, 950 


Loss and Damage Decisions 
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1070, 1091, 1139, 1140, 1142, 1164, 1197 1199, 
120i, 1204, 1205, 1206, 1218, 1238, 1240, 1257, 
1259, 1309, 1311, 1312, 1346, 1360, 1361, 1362, 
1363, 1364, 1393, 1415, 1416, 1417, 1432, 1469, 
1473, 1474. 

Less-carload freight; A. A. R. rules for han- 
dling; p. 451. 

Linseed oil and meal, rates on; p. 603. 

Lisman, F. J.; need for a transportation pol- 
icy; p. 17; rail rehabilitation plan; pp. 411, 
448. 

Livestock; rates, charges, etc.; pp. 281, 993, 
1009, 1253, 1300, 1307, 1357, 1463, 1465, 1467. 
Loading forecast, freight (see also Advisory 

Boards); pp. 21, 167, 774. 

Loading of revenue freight; pp. 6, 80, 112, 190, 
273, 339, 378, 434, 482, 526, 606, 665, 700, 774, 
824, 894, 934, 986, 1126, 1204, 1240, 1294, 1346, 
1398, 1474. 

Loadings, car, average; p. 1396. 

Loans by R. F. C. for railroad relief; pp. 1091, 
1139, 1197, 1205, 1226, 1257, 1292, 1415, 1473. 

Loans to railroads (PWA, RFC, RCC); pp. 17, 
65, 145, 214, 280, 400, 480, 600, 651, 698, 768, 
833. 853. 902, 938, 986, 1084, 1138, 1194, 1252, 
1358, 1458. 





LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS 


Annetti, Jean, vs. New York, N. H. & H. R. 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 602. 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. vs. Tifton 
Produce Co. (Georgia); p. 283. - 

Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Co. vs. Johl & 
Bergman (Mo.); p. 403. 

Crane vs. Railway Ex. Agency (Ill.); p. 601. 

Dowling vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 283. 

Faultless Clothing Co. vs. Branch Storage 
Co. (N. Y.); p. 283. 

Hewitt vs. pas 7on, N. Ba H.R. Co. 
Gi; 23s 445. 

Kurn vs. Westheimer & Daube (Okla.); p. 69. 

Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway 
vs. Davis (Tenn.); p. 1137. 

Outdoor Clothing Co. vs. Universal Carload- 
ing & Distributing Co. (N. Y.); p. 1195. 

Perch vs. McGill (N. J.); p. 601. 

Quaker Worsted Mills Corporation vs. Howard 
Trucking Corporation (Pa.); p. 1255. 

a, ee Agency vs. Lyon (Texas); 
p. 5 

Scott vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
(Mo.); p. 16. 

Simon vs. Universal Carloading & Distribut- 
ing Co. (N. Y.); p. 445. 

Southeastern oe Co. vs. Bowers, Inc. 
(Tenn.); p. 

Southern bee’ vs. Itube (Ariz.); p. 213. 

Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. vs. Ding- 
felder and Balish (Texas); p 5. 

Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. vs. Roy 
Campbell, Wise & Wright (Texas); p. 149. 

Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. vs. Stum- 
berg (Texas); p. 1467. 

Te ee Railway Co. vs. Bell (Texas); 
p. : 

Vander Beed vs. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co. 
(Iowa); p. 901. 





Lumber, rates on, etc.; pp. 153, 835, 944. 

Maritime Commission; reports, orders, hear- 
ings, etc.; pp. 27, 86, 87, 164, 226, 227, 228, 
288, 289, 292, 351, 416, 456, 459, 523, 554, 555, 
615, 616, 617, 677, 731, 796, 797, 798, 851, 1039, 
1040, 1042, 1098, 1101, 1158, 1159, 1272 1275, 
1278, 1317, 1318, 1320, 1372, 1373, 1374, 1375, 
1376, 1429, 1430, 1431, 1477, 1478. 

Maritime Commission personnel; pp. 85, 163, 
167, 293, 459, 505. 523, 617, 731, 851, 907, 908, 
909, 910, 962, 1158, 1213, 1277, 1375. 

Mason R. T.; president, Motor City Traffic 
Club of Detroit; p. 509. 

rag 4 G. A.; president, Omaha Traffic Club; 
p. a 

McGee, W. N.; 
p. 729. 

MckKillip, N. E.:; president, Traffic Club of Fort 
Worth; p. 167. 

Meats and packing house products; rates on; 
pp. 653, 1086. 

Mediation, national board of (see also Wages); 
pp. 22, 81, 88, 89, 223, 299, 334, 402, 417, 495, 
540, 620, 744, 776, 903, 954, 1026, 1101, 1143, 
1211, 1262, 1416, 1475. 

Merchant marine, American; pp. 23, 161, 166, 
224, 225, 290, 291, 297, 351, 417, 456, 457, 479, 
553, 617, 619, 677, 795, 797, 838, 853, 961, 1039, 
1088, 1099, 1153, 1213, 1272, 1273, 1319, 1369, 
1429, 1430, 1432, 1478. 

Mexican government, claim against by Illinois 
Central; pp. 1164, 1215. 

Milk and cream; rates on; pp. 1297, 1355. 

Miller, C. C.; payment for tariffs; p. 1207. 

Minneapolis and St. Louis dismemberment pro- 
posal (see also Associated Railways under 
Cases Before the Commission); pp. 146, 489, 
1407 (decision). 

Misbilling; pp. 835, 1196. 


packing for truck shipment; 





MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 


Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. vs. United 
States (Fed. Ct.); p. 1085. 

Bates Motor Transport Lines vs. Mayer 
(Ind.); p. 1137. 





Bickley vs. Pennsylvania. Public Utility Com- 
mission (Penn.); p. 15. 

Bradford vs. Louisiana Public Service Com- 
mission (La.); p. 947. 

Commercial Motor Freight vs. Public Utili- 
ties Commission (Ohio); p. 214. 

Commonwealth vs. Kennedy (Penn.); p. 335. 

Conway vs. Public Utilities Commission of 
Ohio (Ohio); p. 1413. 

Des Moines & Central Iowa R. R. vs. Amer- 
ican Employers’ Ins. Co. (Iowa); p. 69. 

Domarek vs. Bates Motor Transport Lines 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 493. 

Dominices vs. Monongahela Connecting R. 
Co. (Penn.); p. 335. 

Du Bois vs. Central R. Co. of New Jersey 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1085. 

Escanaba & Lake Superior Railroad Co. vs. 
United States (Fed. Ct.); p. 213. 

Fischer vs. Grieb (Ky.); p. 947. 

Florida, state, vs. Karel al as “i p. 1195. 

Gabbert vs. Atchison T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 539. 

Gulf, Mobile & Northern Railroad Co. vs. 
Illinois Cent. R. Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 336. 

Henneford, H. H., T. S. Hedges and V. M. 
— vs. Northern Pacific (Fed. Ct.); p 


Herrin Transp. Co. vs. Marmon (Texas); DP. 
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Johnston vs. L. B. Hartz Stores (Minn.); p. 
653. 

Kitchen vs. State (Texas); p. 70. 

Kneezle vs. Scott County Milling Co. et al. 
(Mo.); p. 901. 

Louisville Water Co. 7 ” cannes H. & St. 
L. Ry. Co. (Ky.); p. 

Lowden vs. State ‘obia Dp. 1413. 

Lowell vs. Harris (Fed. Ct. )}; p. 336. 

Marshall vs. Public Service Commission 
(Penn.); p. 213. 

McNeeley . Price Co. vs. Philadelphia Piers 
(Penn.); 601. 

RE Pacific Railroad Co. vs. Sorrell (Fed. 
t A 

Missouri State vs. Public Service Commission 
(Mo.); pp. 149, 150, 336, 403, 493. 

Motor Terminal & Transportation Co. vs. 
Simmons (Ala.); p. 1305. 

New Jersey, Board of Public Utilities Com- 
missioners of, vs. United States (Fed. Ct.); 


p. 493. 
Norfolk Tidewater Terminals vs. Norfolk & 
P. Belt Line R. Co. (Va.); p. 1011. 
O’Briant vs. Lone Star Const. Co. (Texas); 


. 15. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Co. vs. Fox & London 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 601. 

a. | Railroad Co. vs. Rubin (Pa.); 


Dp. 4 
People vs. Heckman Trucking Co. (N. Y.); 
p. 1413. 

Producers PS Line Co. vs. Martin (Fed. 


Pp. 
Public Utilities Commission vs. Weicker 
Transp. Co. (Colo.); p. 1305. 
Roundtree vs. Terrall (Fed. Ct.); p. 1011. 
Ruemey. a. Seemann of Agr. and Markets 
San Pw ad - r Be. Be Co. vs. D. M. 
Picton & Co. (Texas); 445. 
om vs. United States (Fed. Ct.); p. 


Shields, Fred F. Co., vs. Chicago, B. & Q. 
R. Co. (Neb.); p. 403. 

Skidmore vs. Haggard (Mo.); p. 283. 

Sowega Melon Growers ag vs. Pere Mar- 
quette Ry. Co. (Ga.); 653. 

Thompson vs. McDonald Pired. Ct.) p.. 138. 

Tips vs. Railroad Commission of Texas 
(Texas); p. 214. 

Turner vs. Oklahoma State (Okla.); p. 717. 

United States vs. — R. 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); 

Yellow Cab Transit Tx vs. Tuck (Texas); 
p. 1255. 





Morrow, H. D.: Ex Parte 123 Increases; pp. 


787; charges for tariffs; p. 1027. 





MOTOR VEHICLE TRANSPORTATION 


Accidents; p. 232. 

Accounting forms, reports, etc.; pp. 160, 287, 
414, 504, 732, 1152. 

Administrative rulings of Motor Carrier Bu- 
reau; pp. 412, 1095. 

American Trucking Association, Inc.; pp. 159, 
231, 677, 754, 914, 1210, 1424, 1427. 

Auto parts, rates on; p. 350. 

~~. services, statistics; pp. 27, 117, 960, 

Cc. ©. D. bonds and charges; pp. 459, 850, 
957. 1028. 

Central Motor Freight Association; pp. 914, 
1096, 1152, 1267. 1316, 1423. 

Claim rules; p. 1272. 

Clayton art regulations; p. 415. 

Common carrier division of A. T. A.; pp. 159, 
231, 1427. 

Contract carrier rates and permits; pp. 959, 
1367, 1427. 1480. 

Contracts, filing of; p. 412. 

Convovys, status of: p. 1209. 

Exceptions to recommended orders of the 
Commission; pp. 83, 160. 231. 288. 349, 415, 
455. 504. 614, 850, 914, 1036, 1098, 1152, 1210, 
1266, 1480. 





Grandfather clause; procedure under; pp. 83, 
160, 503. 

Highways; building of, federal aid for, etc.; 
pp. 81, 84, 160, 161, 231, 285, 350, 413, 452, 
479, 504, 551, 552, 613, 673, 732, 838, 850, 
913, 958, 1032, 1033, 1097, 1151, 1208, 1210, 
1317, 1368, 1426, 1427. 

Hours of service for employes; pp. 29, 159, 
613, 850, 1031, 1424. 

Household goods carriage; pp. 733, 913, 1036, 


=, intrastate legislation; pp. 231, 285, 
348, 850. 

= legislation; p. 1032. 

a pp. 789, 848, 850, 957, 1210, 1267, 


Interterritorial rates; pp. 231, 614. 

Jurisdiction under motor carrier act; pp. 
959, 1033, 1097, 1317. 

Labor; pp. 231, 959. 

Leased truck operations; p. 414. 

Legislation; pp. 161, 230, 285, 344, 349, 413, 
452, 551, 614, 673, 734, 789, 792, 838, 848, 
913, 958, 959, 1029, 1088, 1095, 1152, 1210, 
1267, 1317, 1367, 1424, 1426, 1427. 

Less-truckload proportional rates; p. 503. 

Livestock trucking; p. 232. 

Massachusetts legislation; p. 231. 

— areas, definition of; pp. 232, 

Mississippi state legislation; p. 1033. 

ed truckload rule and rates; pp. 349, 413, 

Motor Carrier Bureau appointments; pp. 792, 
1210, 1270, 1426. 

Nebraska intrastate rates; pp. 413, 452, 502. 

New York legislation; p. 452. 

Orders of the Commission made effective; pp. 
30, 160, 230, 284, 348, 414, 454, 503, 547, 
613, 673, 734, 788, 850, 912, 958, 1030, 1095, 
1150, 1207, 1270, 1313, 1366, 1425, 7 

Orders of = Commission stayed: 29, 83, 
159, 233, 7 414, 454, 502, 350, Paid. 673, 
732, 788, 350, 914 960, 1032, 1096. 1152, 1206, 
1272, 1317, 1324, 1368, 1425, 1480. 

Paper, rates on; pp. 30, 503, 544, 709, 732. 

Petroleum and products; rates, etc.; p. 28. 

Pick-up and delivery of freight; see under 
general index. 

Pool-truck rules; p. 349. 

Private carriers’ organization; pp. 1152, 1480. 

Procedure under motor carrier act; p. 1365. 

Prosecutions under motor carrier act; pp. 27, 
64, 229, 285, 347, 452, 552, 614, 673, 733, 788, 
848, 914, 959, 1032, 1033, 1096, 1150, 1151, 
ny 1209, 1269, 1316, 1365, 1367, 1425, 1479, 


Rail-truck competitive rates; pp. 232, 1150. 

Rate bureaus, formation of, personnel, etc.; 
pp. 84, 232, 1271, 1425. 

Rates, general; minimum rate litigation, etc. ; 
truck rates in Ex Parte 123, etc.; pp. 
83, 84, 144, 159, 230, 287, 347, 349, 413, 415, 
455, 550, 551, 613, 614, 657, 673, 733, 789, 849, 
850, 913, 914, 960, 1031, 1036, 1097, 1151, 1208, 
Bm 1268, 1269, 1313, 1365, 1368, 1422, 1423, 

Reciprocity agreements among states; p. 160. 

Rock Island truck operation; p. 849. 

Safety regulationso pp. 53, 160, 287, 850, 1098, 
1272, 1403, 1426. 

Shippers’ views on rates; pp. 1422, 1479. 

Signals, directional; p. 30. 

Sizes and weights of vehicles; limitations on; 
pp. 453, 551, 1097. 

Split deliveries; p. 1032. 

Suspensions of rates, procedure in; p. 29. 

Tank truck rates; p. 1367. 

Tariff circular; pp. 160, 1268. 

Tariffs, charges for; pp. 957, 1027, 1207. 

Taxes, motor vehicle (for gasoline taxes see 
Petroleum in general index); pp. 229, 348, 
1368, 1425. 

Time for payment of charges; p. tr: 

Touring, automobile; increase in; 1480. 

Truck loadings; pp. 28, 287, 791, Pinas, 1210, 
1272, 1479. 

Vehicles, classification of; pp. 415, 673. 

Vehicles, number of; p. 1266. 

Warehouse truck operations; p. 613. 

— Motor Freight Association; p. 





Mosier, Clem; president, Women’s Traffic Club 
of St. Louis; p. 353. 

National Industrial Traffic League; pp. 790, 
1197, 1359, 1420, 1463, 1492. 

National Investors’ Conference; p. 1201. 

National Labor Relations Board; pp. 170, 228, 
299. 344, 417. 450, 496, 540, 620, 776, 845, 954, 
1026, 1143, 1363. 1475. 

National Retail Drv Goods Association traffic 
group; pp. 346, 672. 

Negro rail passenger accommodations; pp. 582, 
1014, 1306. 1358. 

Nettleton, J. G.; president, Washington Trans- 
portation Club; pd. 90. 

New England Traffic League; pv. 1284. 

New Jersey Industrial Traffic League; p. 619. 

New York Central unification; p. 1465. 

New York Shippers’ Conference; pp. 415, 610, 
911, 1152. 

New York State Chamber of Commerce; p. 415. 

New York world’s fair; rail participation in; 
p. 22. 

Niagara Frontier a League; pp. 91, 167, 
354, 618, 680, 855, 

Nicaraguan Canal; 118. 

Nicholas, A. W.; tall tax relief; p. 1093. 
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Questions and Answers 


Ocean mail; pp. 26, 614, 1040, 1212, 1320. 

Orders of Commission; vacation of; pp. 835, 
899, 1086, 1192, 1350, 1414, 1466. 

Orr, L. F.; on freight classification; p. 730. 

Otto, M. T.; president, Miami Valley Traffic 
Club; p. 509. 

Packages and packing; pp. 288, 292, 297, 558, 
621, 672, 729, 771, 954, 1332, 1382, 1414, 1492. 

Panama Canal; pp. 23, 167, 293, 459, 618, 910, 
1159, 1376. 

Panama Railroad; p. 87. 

Passenger fares, postalization of; proposal for; 
pp. 1153, 1204. 

Passenger rates, fares, etc. (see Pullman 
Fares); pp. 16, 656, 1135, 1143, 1201, 1416. 
Passenger services and equipment; pp. 40, 170, 
232, 344, 353, 412, 540, 678, 682, 955, 965, 1026, 

1101, 1164, 1256, 1320, 1384, 1490. 

Passes and free transportation; pp. 54, 170, 
187, 635, 752, 822. 

Pelley, J. J.; speeches, statements, etc.; pp. 
20, 155, 411, 698, 756, 1087, 1178, 1473. 

Pennsylvania Railroad annual report; p. 446. 

Pensions, unemployment insurance and dis- 
missal compensation for rail employes; pp. 
170, 188, 273, 343, 404, 480. 540, 610, 667, 724, 
730, 782, 840, 893, 932, 953, 1138, 1142, 1197, 
1206, 1262, 1266, 1294, 1312, 1361, 1362, 1363, 
1417, 1432. 
Per diem plan of car interchange; p. 17. 
Petroleum and products; rates on estimated 
weights, etc.; pp. 388, 721, 949, 1076, 1132. 
Petroleum tax payments; pp. 348, 504, 555, 
1208, 1317, 1368. 

Pettingill bill; see Fourth Section. 

Pettengill, Rep.; speech at New York; p. 1259. 

Pickup and delivery of freight; pp. 673, 792, 

Pipe line rates, valuations, etc.: pp. 149, 198, 
78. 484, 602, 706, 760, 938, 1014, 1086, 1194, 
1262, 1358, 1411, 1463. 

Plover, E. J.; president, Transportation Club 
of Peoria; p. 678. 

ed rail revenues; pp. 110, 124, 187, 206, 

Pooling of rail traffic; pp. 535, 945. 

Port charges and practices; pp. 167, 297, 676, 
798, 1009, 1042, 1158, 1278, 1370, 1429. 

Port differentials and equalization; p. 293. 

Postal rates and services (see also Ocean Mail 
and under Air Transport); pp. 30, 88, 846, 
907, 910, 954, 1140, 1153, 1199, 1362, 1364, 1398. 

Power reverse gears; p. oa 

Practitioners, I. C. C.; 32, 352, 470, 534, 
544, 619. 734, 786, 845, PRIC. 920, 1043, 1083, 
1112, 1278, 1490. 

Propaganda, railroad; pp. 1037, 1178. 

Protective services to freight; pp. 281, 898. 

Public interest; definition of by T. A. of A.; 
pp. 481, 495, 722, 895. 

Pullman fares, proposal to increase (see also 


Advanced Rates); pp. 121, 707, 899, 1084, 
1138, 1356. 


Purchases, railroad; p. 756. 
PWA and transportation; pp. 70, 450. 
Quasey, L. J.; speech at Chicago; p. 1364. 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


Agency, of claims by claim agent; p. 1433. 

Bankruptcy—vroperty passing to trustee— 
C. O. D. collection; p. 31. 

Bedding charges for live stock; p. 462. 

Cars, furnishing of, right of shipper to order 
cars of certain capacity; p. 915. 


Claim for loss, damage or delay, what con- 
stitutes; p. 510. 


Connecting carriers; p. 562. 


Connecting carriers, motor carriers, p. 1483. 
Connecting carriers, rail and water Tiameper- 
tation; p. 562. 


Consolidated carloads: p. 915. 

Conversion, delivery of order notify shipment 
without surr ender of bill of lading: p. 1216. 

Damaged, ‘‘reconditioned ~~‘ - pp. iz. 

Damages, av erage agreement; 623. 

Damages, carrier liable for fil amount in 
the absence of compromise; p. 623. 

Damages, delay in transportation: p. 1322. 

Damages, express charges; p. 512. 

Damages, ‘‘free goods’’; p. ag 


Damages—Freight charges; 31, 297. 
——. measure of, effect Mr ‘Crail decision; 
p. ‘ 


Damages, measure of, goods transported to 
shippers’ warehouses; p. 621. 
Damages, measure of, where part of released 


ag shipment is lost or damaged; pp. 91, 


Damages, special; p. 233. 

Damages, storage charges on goods refused 
and returned for repairs; p. 1321. 

Damages, transportation charges on goods re- 
turned for repairs; p. 1046. 

Delay, duty of consignee » accept shipment 
delayed in transit; p. 419 

Delay, liability of carrier; pp. 235, 463. 737. 

Delivery by carriers, effect of qualified re- 
ceipt given by consignee; p. 1322. 

Delivery bv carrier, what constitutes; pp. 
464, 680, 793, 1279. 

Delivery, express companies, p. 1322. 

oenee. notice of unclaimed shipment; 
p. : 

Demurrage. notice to consignor of refused 
shipment; p. 461. 

Diversion of shipment from motor carrier to 


rail e?rrier account delay due to act of God; 
p. 1162. 






















Equipment, duty of carrier in furnishing; p. 
1216. 

Equipment, ——t. ot p. 1162. 

Embargoes; pp. 623, 

Freight charges, A liability of order 
notify party, company material; p. 1484. 

Freight charges, liability for; p. 964. 

Freight charges, liability of beneficial ow ner; 
p. 736. 

Freight charges, liability of consignor; p. 738. 

Freight charges, liability of consignor for 
freight and demurrage charges where notify 
party pays for but does not accept delivery 
of goods; p. 1217. 

Freight charges, liability of party for whose 
account shipment delivered = rail carrier 
by carloading company; p. 

Freight charges, liability a bill of lad- 
= ae that charges have been prepaid; 
p. : 

Freight charges, prepayment or guarantee of 
charges on household goods; p. 793. 

Freight charges, recovery of amounts allowed 
in settlement of damage claims; p. 737. 

Garnishment, freight charges; p. 855. 

Inspection, liability of carrier for unauthor- 
ized; p. 857. 

Liability for damages where cars inspected by 
— are rejected by that party; p. 

Liability for loss from tank car furnished by 
shipper; p. 462. 

Liability of carrier B for freight charges on 
shipment routed via carrier A; p. 1216. 

Liability of carrier for concealed loss or dam- 
age; pp. 233, 235, 512. 

Liability of carrier for concealed loss or dam- 
age as to imported shipment; p. 857 

Liability of carrier for injury to containers; 
p. 1161. 

Liability of carrier for loss or injury caused 
by act of God; p. 1385. 

Liability of carrier for value of shipment 
where notice of arrival not given time 
agreed upon; p. 31. 

Liability of carrier, improper packing or load- 
ing by shipper; pp. 461, a 

Liability of motor carrier for concealed loss 
or damage; p. 1482. 

Liability of purchaser of motor carrier for 
obligation of former owner; p. 298. 

Liability of shipper for injury caused by 
trucking company; p. 965. 

Liability of shipper for injury resulting from 
fire due to leakage in tank car furnished 
by shipper; p. 1279. 

Limitation of action—Shipment moving from 
point in Canada to point in United States; 
pp. 31, 356 

Limitation of actions, claim by motor carrier 
against carloading company; p. 299. 

Limitation of actions, ov ercharges, motor car- 
riers; p. 235. 

Misquotation of rates; p. 621. 

Motor carriers; pp. 91, 234, 1385. 

Motor carriers, C. O. D. collection; p. 168. 

Motor carriers, C. O. D. shipments, liability 
for collection of amount; p. 965. 

Motor carriers, contract; p. 234. 

Motor carriers, liability for C. O. D. charges 
where carrier delivers shipment without 
collecting but pays amount to shipper; p. 
965 


Motor carriers, liability where shipments de- 
livered to connecting carrier; p. 234. 

Motor carriers, long and short haul; p. 738. 

Motor carriers, regulation of pick-up and de- 
livery service of carriers by water; p. 736. 

Motor carriers, outing and misrouting; p. 
1321. 

Motor carriers, tariff interpretation. rate pub- 
lished for single line service where joint 
line service in effect; p. 1217. 

Motor carriers, truck cargo insurance, freight 
earnings; p. 1102. 

Notice of claim, condition of precedent to re- 
covery of damages; p. 92. 

Per diem and switching re-claims: p. 356. 

Proof of loss or damage: pp. 92, 233. 

Rates. increases under Ex Parte 123; p. 915. 

Rates, reasonableness of, rate in opposite 
direction; p. 737. 

Reconsignment, dutv of carrier to forward bv 
route over which cheapest rate point of 
origin to destination applies; p. 511. 

Reconsienment of less-than-carload shipments; 
p. 1322 

Reconsignment—right of consignee to divert 
or stop shipment in transit; p. 32. 

= of damaged goods by consignee; p. 
94. 

Reparation, different rates over different 
routes; p. 235. 

Right of way, meaning of term; p. 855. 

Routing and misrouting; pp. 298, 964. 

Routing and misrouting, balances from tran- 
—_— failure to surrender tonnage; p. 


Routing and misrouting, billing shipment in 
connection with carrier not subject to In- 
terstate Commerce Commission: p. 234. 

Routing and misrouting, bill of lading show- 
ing consignee’s siding but not name of car- 
rier on which located; p. 4, 

Routing and misrouting, carrier cannot be 
charged with knowledge of consignee’s plant 
location; p. 360. 

Routing and misrouting, clearances; p. 1483. 

Routing and misrouting. conflict between rate 
and route where rate shown does not in- 
clude switch delivery bv delivering carrier 
specified in bill of lading; p. 1482. 
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Routing and misrouting, duty of carrier where 
bill of lading contains notation for stop in 
transit for partial unloading and section 7 
of bill of lading is executed; p. 1434. 

Routing and misrouting, error in destination, 
duty of carrier; p. 94. : : 

Routing and misrouting, instructions impos- 
sible of execution; pp. 1161, 1280. 

Routing and misrouting, liability of initial 
carrier where route specified in bill of lad- 
ing impossible of execution because of dis- 
continuance of service; p. 1103. 

Routing and misrouting, shipper bound by 
verbal routing instructions, signature of 
shipper to bill of lading not legal require- 
ment; p. 738. 

Routing and misrouting, shipper should spec- 
ify carrier affording desired delivery in 
routing instructions; p. 297. 

Routing and misrouting, system lines; pp. 
562, 621, 965, " 

Sales, C. I. F., meaning of term where used. 
in contract of sale; p. 1434. 

Sales, f. o. b.; p. 965. 

Sales, pick-up and delivery, cost of drayage 
at point of origin under contract of sale 
f. o. b. origin; p. 1161. 

Sales, risk of loss or injury, liability for 
freight charges; p. 1279. 

Set-offs; pp. 682, 964, 1162. 

Shippers’ load and count; pp. 233, 511, 736. 

<<: om damage from sweat and rust; p. 

State versus interstate; pp. 1321, 1385. 

State versus interstate traffic; p. 680. 

State versus interstate  traffic—jurisdiction 
over collection of freight charges and ex- 
tension of credit; p. 32. 

Tariff interpretation; pp. 358, 464, 622, 793, 
1044, 1280. 

Tariff oa allowance for weight of 
grain doors; p. 

Tariff eee” application of aggre- 
gate of intermediates rule not affected by 
Fourth Section Order 13001; p. 622. 

Tariff interpretation, application of distance 
or mileage class rates under alternate ap- 
plication; p. 

Tariff interpretation, application of Ex Parte 
aan Spereneee to percentage column ratings; 


Tariff interpretation, annlication of interme- 
diate rule; pp. 793, 1435. 

Tariff interpretation, application of interme- 
diate rule not affected by fourth section 
order 13001; p. 462. 

Tariff interpretation, application of interme- 
diate rule where carrier has more than one 
route between origin and destination of 
shipment; pp. 1321, 1433. 

Tariff interpretation, application of interme- 
diate rule where state in which point of 
destination is located is not shown on title 
page; p. 4. 

Tari interpretation, application of overflow 
rule; p. 915. 

Tariff interpretation, application of propor- 
tional rates; p. 168. 

Tariff interpretation, application of rates on 
coke breeze; p. 91. 

Tariff interpretation, application of rule 15 of 
classification; p. 682. 

Tariff interpretation, application of Rule 5, 
Section 3 of consolidated classification; pp. 
168. 356, 463. 

Tariff interpretation, application of Section 
(c) of Rule 5 of classification; p. 

Tariff interpretation, application of Section 3 
of Rule 34 of classification; p. 1384. 

Tariff interpretation, application of tariff of 
emergency charges, mixed carloads; p. 510. 

Tariff interpretation, basis for charges on 
overflow portions of shipments; pp. 914, 856. 

Tariff interpretation, basis for rates to in- 
termediate points; p. 856. 

Tariff interpretation, classification rating 
— rating in classification exception; p. 

Tariff interpretation, commodity rate to be 
read in the light of governing classification; 
p. 1046. 

= interpretation, drought relief rates; p. 


Tariff interpretation, drought relief rates, 
combination rates; p. 1279. 

Tariff interpretation, effect of decision in 
Acme Fast Freight, Inc., case: p. 915. 

Tariff interpretation, general description in 
classification exceptions takes precedence 
over specific description in classification 
prover; p. 1161. 

Tariff interpretation. import traffic, rate ap- 
plicable; pp. 298. 1102. 

Tariff interpretation, import traffic stored at 
ports; p. 512. 

Tariff interpretation, intermediate rule, spe- 
cific commodity rate takes preference over 
intermediate classification exception rate; 
p. 1044. 

Tariff interpretation, less than truck load of 
mixed articles, subject to different rates; p. 
1434. 

Tariff interpretation, less-than-carload refrig- 
eration charges; p. 1435. 

Tariff interpretation, loading, duty of car- 
rier; p. 92. 

Tariff interpretation, long and short haul, 
routing a on shipments receiving 
transit; 792. 

Tariff phoreretation, mileage allowance; Pp. 
1385. 

Tariff interpretation, minimum and maximum 


I 


— 
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charges, application of rules 12 and 13 of 
classification; p. 1436. 

= interpretation, minimum charge; Dp. 
1 q 

Tariff interpretation, minimum rates, motor 
carrier; p. 

Tariff interpretation, notions; p. 622. 

Tariff interpretation, pick-up and delivery, 
company material; p. 622. 

— interpretation, pool truck loads; p. 


Tariff interpretation, rail haul following move- 
ment by intercoastal water carrier, rate 
applicable; p. 1482. 

Tariff interpretation, routing; p. 856. 

Tariff interpretation, stop-in-transit for par- 
tial unloading; p. 

Tariff interpretation, stop-in- -transit for par- 
tial unloading, back haul; p. 1044. 

Tariff interpretation, toys; p. 622. 

Tariff interpretation, a gramne transit 
on the same tonnage; p. 

Through routes and joint rates; p. 1484. 

Transit, back or out-of-line haul; p. 914. 





Rail-ocean rates; p. 1154. 

Railroad Credit Corporation; pp. 157, 845. 

Railroad earnings, income, expenses and rev- 
enues; pp. 19, 70, 79, 154, 158, 216, 218, 342, 
343, 404, 432, 448, 494, 524, 659, 675, 775, 836, 
893, 1091, 1092, 1143, 1209, 1308, 1360, 1417. 

Rail-water rates; p. 1477. 

Railway Age and Marine Engineering views on 
— section compared; pp. 1180, 1257, 1291, 

Railway Business Association transportation 
plan; pp. 1361, 1451. 

Rebates and rate concessions; pp. 64, 148, 334. 

Reconstruction Finance Corporation appoint- 
ments (see also Loans and Jones, Jesse); 
pp. 260, 409. 

Receivership process of railroads; 
simplification of; p. 

Reconsignment rule changes; p. 1359. 

Red caps, status of; pp. 436, 766, 984. 

Relief legislation for railroads (see also Roose- 
velt, President’s conference); pp. 819, 871, 
983, 1091, 1123, 1139, 1197, 1205, 1226, 1237, 
1257, 1292, 1361, 1415, 1473. 

Reorganization of federal departments; pp. 
216, 252, 342, 494, 526, 665, 754. 

Reorganization of federal transportation reg- 
ulation system; p. 1469. 

Reorganization of railroads; legislation; pp. 
275, 339, 447 Se ed Commission plan), 
500, 1021, 1089, 1140, 131 

Reparation orders of he ten: pp. 
150, 446, 492, 722, 1192, 1255, 1466 

Research department of A. A. R. % ee 

Retirement Board, Railroad; p. 343, 

a F. G., on wasteful transportation; 
p. 2 

Roofing, rates on; p. 1134. 

Rogers, R. E.; president Traffic and Transpor- 
tation Assn. of Pittsburgh; p. 1383. 

Rogers, W. A.; charges on tank car ship- 
ments; p. 898. 

Roosevelt, President; railroad conference; pp. 
311, 314, 375, 376, 541, 603, 668, 723, 840, 
953, 1415, 1473. 

Roosevelt, President; views on transportation; 
legislative recommendations; pp. 22, 56, 158, 
188, 215, 252, 272, 723, 754, 819, 871, 883, 
953, 1019, 1091, 1197, 1205, 1226, 1257, 1277, 
1415, 1473. 

Routes, through; legislation for; pp. 628, 660, 
822, 904, 934, 1140. 

Roper, Secretary; statements concerning rail- 
roads, ete.; p. 4. 

Safety; railroad; pp. a 170, 769, 836, 1159. 

Sand; rates on, etc.; p. 150. 

Schram, Emil; 
p. 409. 


Seatrain rates, etc.; pp. 1136, 1153, 1194, 1215. 

Securities and Exchange Commission inves- 
tigation of Mo. Pac.; p. 444. 

Segregation of races in passenger service; 
pp. 170. 


Shipping agreements; pp. 86, 162, 225, 296, 
415, 505, 553, 616, 731, 795, 851, 908, 1037, 
1098. 1155, 1158, 1159, 1213, 1215, 1274, 1318, 
1428, 1476. 


Shipping conferences; pp. 166, 554, 617, 731, 
796, 1101, 1158. 


need for 


ae at Wilmington, Del.; 





SHIPPING DECISIONS 


—. 2 the a> S. Arbitration Act) (Fed. 

fe) 

Albers deen. Milling Co. vs. Hauptman (Fed. 
Ct.): p. Ti87. 

Britain S. S. Co. Le Geo. E. Warren Corpora- 
tion (Fed. Ct.); 963. 

Cities Service Oii Bo. vs. American Mineral 
Spirits Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1037. 

Continental Grain ~. vs. Armour Fertilizer 
Works (Fed. Ct.); 

Ferncliff, The (Fed. Ci); D. 1275. 








Gartland S. S. Co. vs. Utah-Idaho Sugar Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 352. 
a W. E., Transp. Corporation (N. Y.); 


p. . 

Lloyd .<Tew Campanhia De Navegacao 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 417. 

— oe Lloyd vs. Elting (Fed. Ct.); 
p 

Otis vs. The Heranger (Fed. Ct.); p. 27. 

Picton S. S. Co. vs. George E. Warren Cor- 
poration (Fed. Ct.); p. 1157. 

Putnam Lumber Co. vs. Ashcroft-Wilkinson 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1478. 

~—_ Charles Dreifus Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 





Shipping labor, wages, etc. (see also National 


Labor Relations Board); pp. 23, 84, 87, 89, 
164, 225, 459, 554, 617, 678, 910, 962, 1030, 
1040, 1042, 1098, 1101, 1273, 1275, 1278, 1320, 
1376, 1430, 1478. 


Shipping legislation; pp. 87, 161, 163, 224, 
225, 229, 290, 291, 293, 351, 416, 417, 457, 553, 
604, 615, 619, 677, 731, 795, 0, 
961, 962, 1030, 1036, 1039, 1040, 1042, ” 1099, 
1153, 1154, 1157, 1158, 1159, 1213, 1215, 1277, 
1278, 1319, 1320, 1369, 1375, 1376, 1428, 1429, 
1431, 1432, 1478. 


Shipping loans; pp. 1154, 1215. 

Shipping mergers; p. 458. 

Shipping; mixed cargo rule; p. 615. 

Shipping rates, divisions and charges; pp. 86, 
87, 229, 292, 458, 507, 678, 707, 797, ‘853, 910, 
1277, 1374, 1476. 


Shipping services and routes; pp. 554, 677, 852, 
960, 1099, 1158, 1276, 1278, 1317, 1372, 1374, 
1428, 1431. 


Shipping statistics; pp. 85, 164, 677, 1372. 

Shipping, come report of Maritime Commis- 
sion on; p. 456. 

Ships, building and reconditioning of; 85, 
164, 229, 351, 459, 507, 554, 617, 618, 852, 
962, 1098, 1159, 1213, 1278, 1372, 1430. 

Ships, depreciation charges of; p. 1478. 

a. sale of; pp. 164, 553, 795, 796, 909, 


Ship subsidy; pp. 27, 163, 290, 417, 506, 677, 
795, 796, 908, 962, 1042, 1212, 1277, 1278, 1318, 
1372, 1375, 1430, 1478. 

Short line routing cancellations; p. 1409. 

Signals and signal systems, railroad; pp. 17, 
64, 90, 148, 215, 282, 334, 402, 491, 540, 602, 
654, 722, 769, 828, 901, 946, 1008, 1084, 1136, 
1194, 1254, 1306, 1358, 1414, 1458. 

Sloan, M. S.; address at Dallas; p. 1004. 

Southern governor’s rate case (see also Ala- 
bama, state of, et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al. 
under Cases before the Commission); pp. 
153, 604, 700, 765. 

Southern Traffic League; p. 799. 

Splawn, Sy og gel address at Dallas; p. 
1006; at New York; 

Statistics, rail, report a SO Rs pp. 274, 

Steadman, J. C.; C. O. D. motor insurance; 
p. 957. 

Stock, E. F.; Peoria waterway facts; p. 1160. 

Stokers, mechanical; pp. 1412, 1467. 

Stone, D. C.; 
1094. 

Sugar; rates on; p. 68. 


suggestions to railroads; p. 





SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS, ETC. 


Baltimore & O. vs. U. S.; coke rates; p. 214. 
Black Diamond S. S. Corp. vs. National Labor 
Relations Board; reinstatement of strikers; 


Blackton, C. BS vs. Aaron Gordon; master’s 
wages; Pp. 

Chicago, S. 3 & S. B. trustees vs. U. S. et 
al.; status under railway labor act; p. 834. 

Denver Union Stock Yard Co. vs. U. S. 
Secy, of i a yard charges; p. 1307. 

Escanaba & L. S. vs. U. S., I. C. Cc. et al.; 
pooling of traffic; p. 523. 

Fox & London, Inc., vs. Penn. R. R.; under- 
charges on scrap; p. 1085. 

Henneford, H. H., et al. vs. Northern Pacific; 
compensating tax; Pp. 

International Salt Co. vs. Diamond P. Trans- 
portation Co.; rock salt damages; p. 69. 
Lanasa Fruit Steamship & Importing Co. vs. 
Universal Insurance Co.; marine insurance; 


p. 167. 

Morgan, F. O., vs. U. S. and Secy. of Agri- 
culture; stockyards charges; p. 993. 

Nashville, & St. L. vs. Railway Employes’ 
Dept. of *. F. of L. et al.; labor repre- 
sentation; p. 602. 

National oe om Relations Board vs. Penn. 
Greyhound Lines; Same vs. Pacific Grey- 
hound, Inc.; labor relations; p. 537. 

New York, N. H. & H. reclaim of Jean An- 
nett; personal injury claims under reor- 
ganization; p. 2602. 

St. Louis, B. & M. et al. vs. Brownsville Nav. 
Dist. et al.; furnishing of cars; p. 1146. 


Traffic items; Dept. 
1090. 








Zinser, a Wee 


South Car. Highway Dept. et al. vs. Barnwell 
Brothers, Inc., et al.; size and weight of 
highway vehicles; p. 453. 

Standard Accident Insurance Co. vs. U. S.; 
transportation as labor; p. 70. 

beg States vs. W. V. Griffin; mail pay; 


p. 5 

United States et al. vs. Humble Oil & Refin- 
ing Co.; terminal allowances; p. 1010. 
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SUBSCRIBE FOR 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Here’s how you will profit: 
1. A Check on Your Tariff File 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN prints an abstract of 
every new tariff, supplement and classification filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the Maritime Commission 
(steamship lines) in the current week, enabling you 
to get copies of those that will change your rates, 
well in advance of the effective dates. 


2. Advance Notice of Rate Proposals 


Due to the wide circulation of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN among shippers, the territorial rate 
committees of the railroads and intercoastal steam- 
ship lines use its columns to give public notice of 
all proposals received from shippers and carriers 
to establish and to change commodity rates. This 
information is available from no other source in a 
form so complete and convenient for checking. Dis- 
position notices of a number of the committees are 
printed to advise the subscriber of the decision 
reached on each proposal. Thus you are informed 
far in advance of many changes which might not 
otherwise be called to your attention until after the 
new rates were published. 


3. Rate Changes on Short Notice 


Present competitive conditions have greatly in- 
creased the number of rate changes made by the 
carriers on less than 30 days’ notice. Before making 
them effective the railroads, motor carriers, and 
steamship lines must file short notice applications. 
These are printed in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN as 
they are filed in Washington, along with the railroad, 
steamship and truck “Permissions” (short notice 
changes which are allowed by the two regulatory 
bodies). Information of this kind, received in ad- 
vance of a change in one single instance, may save 
you more than the cost of a full year’s subscription. 























4. Advance Information of Classification 







Changes 







Subseribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN re- 
ceive free of charge the quarterly dockets of the 
Consolidated Classification Committee, listing the 
changes currently proposed. 












| 5. Other Essential Rate Information 











Suspended tariffs, embargo notices, fourth section 
applications and orders, tariffs returned and express 
tariffs. 


The use of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for only a 
few months will return your investment with in- 
terest in actual time and money saved. Let the 
weekly issues add to the efficiency and increase the 
effectiveness of the work in your department. Send 
$6.25 for a trial three months’ subscription today. 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN: 


| 418 South Market Street Chicago, Ill. 





























INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JANUARY-JUNE, 1938 


Let THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD 


provide you with a 


WASHINGTON 
REPRESENTATIVE 


at a fraction of the cost of keeping 


your own man there 


There have peels been many occasions 
when you have wished you had a trained 
traffic representative in Washington to look 
after your interetts—someone who could 
keep in close personal contact with all gov- 
ernmental departments, more especially the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
U. S. Maritime Commission, who could dig 
out the particular information you need, or 
send you copies of decisions, proposed re- 
ports, or citations from the records; someone 
with complete knowledge of and easy access 
to the hundreds of thousands of documents 
filed in the National Capital; a specialist 
who would give you the benefit of his special 
training as to loss and damage claims or 
information about procedure; someone who 
would watch any particular rate in which 
you looked for a change, who would advise 
you promptly of any new complaint filed, 
the issuance of a suspension order, or the 
granting of short notice permission. 


You may not have been able to get ay the 
man or the service you wanted. » per- 
haps, you didn’t have enough of this sort of 
work to justify the large expenditure. Here, 
then, is your opportunity to obtain for your- 
self and your organization the advantages 
outlined above. 


When you enter your subscription for THE 
DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD and TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN, the facilities of our Special 
Service Department in Washington are 
placed at your disposal. Our staff in Wash- 
ington is made up of men who have had 
years of training in rate analysis, traffic 
problems, and interstate commerce, as well 
as law. They are in daily contact with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, the Mari- 
time Commission, and all departments of 
the government. 


You can turn your particular problems over 
to them with full confidence that they will 
receive their prompt, personal attention. 
And, best of all, the expense is reasonable 
because it is spread over a large number of 
organizations whose service requests are 
“grouped” to minimize costs, providing a 
service of the highest standard at low cost. 
The daily reports will supplement these 
services by bringing to your attention any 
unexpected action that might otherwise 
escape you. 


The DAILY service is the busy traffic man’s 
right hand man. It is the ideal combination 
of a prompt, all-inclusive news service and 
a complete group of personal traffic services. 


Send for sample copies, and more informa- 
tion about the special services which are 
included with every subscription. 


THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD 


and TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Published by 


The Traffic Service Corporation 
418 South Market Street 








Chicago 
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RAIL TRESPASSING PROBLEM 


An increase in the first four months of 1938, compared 
with the corresponding periods in 1937 and 1936, in the number 
of trespassers ejected from railroad property but not arrested 
is shown in a report of the committee on trespassing of the 
protective section of the Association of American Railroads. 

Trespassers ejected in the first four months’ period this 
year, according to the report, totaled 1,040,760, an increase of 
125,853, or 13.8 per cent, compared with the same period last 
year, and an increase of 48,019, or 4.8 per cent, compared with 
the same period in 1936. The number of trespassers prevented 
from getting on trains or ejected from railroad premises in the 
first four months of 1938 follow: January, 211,561; February, 
211,035; March, 273,810; April, 344,354. 

Reports as to casualties among railroad trespassers in 
the four months’ period are not complete, but in the first three 
months of 1938, fatalities to trespassers on railroad property 
resulting from accidents totaled 440 and 439 were injured. 
In the same period in 1937, 496 trespassers were killed and 457 
were injured, according to the committee which adds: 


The above mentioned figures depict the magnitude of the trespas- 
sing problem, but from the personal injury standpoint this situation 
presents a more serious aspect. This is readily apparent when one con- 
siders that trespasser casualties comprise approximately 50 per cent 
of all casualties on railroads, including accidents at highway-grade 
crossings, over which the railroads have little or no control. Another 
point worthy of serious consideration is the fact that approximately 50 
per cent of all trespasser casualties result fatally. 

Your committee is strongly of the opinion that in order to effect 
an improvement in this situation, education of the public, as to the 
hazards of trespassing on railroad property, is the most effective. The 
sooner the public in general, and young boys and girls in particular, 
realize the dangers incidental to trespassing on railroad property, the 
sooner we will see a material reduction in the casualty figures. 


FREIGHT LOADING FORECAST 


Freight car loadings in the third quarter of 1938 are ex- 
pected to be about 19.6 per cent below actual loadings in the 
same quarter in 1937, according to estimates compiled by the 
thirteen Shippers’ Advisory Boards. 

On the basis of these estimates, freight car loadings of the 
twenty-nine principal commodities will be 5,155,115 cars in the 
third quarter of 1938, compared with 6,413,014 actual car load- 
ings for the same classes of commodities in the corresponding 
period last year. 

Of the thirteen Shippers’ Advisory Boards, all estimate a 
decrease in car loadings for the third quarter of 1938 compared 
with the same period in the preceding year, except the Cen- 
tral Western Board, which estimates an increase of 5.2 per 
cent. 

Tabulation below shows the total loading for each district 
for the third quarter of 1937, the estimated loadings for the 


third quarter of 1938, and the percentage of decrease or in- 
crease: 


Actual Estimated 
. Loadings Loadings 
Shippers’ Advisory Third Quarter, Third Quarter, Per Cent 
Boards 1937 1938 Decrease 
IE ois. 4 6 ANE Rak sania wmaye 872,709 573,788 34.3 
re rT er eee 253,656 228,588 9.9 
Pacific Northwest ............... 234,834 186,578 20.5 
ee Re rr eee 422,441 395,521 6.4 
OEE TICE Cee 595,589 535,906 10.2 
NE 5c. i wa see bw ee eRe we 455,717 333,292 26.9 
| ee ee 576,915 486,534 15.7 
ee Uy re ee 223,866 235,488 5.2* 
Ee OS Re eee eee ee 101,381 89,031 12.2 
NS eC ere 683,118 456,947 33.1 
PRE 0566.45 00d 40 sows Gewenaels 846,800 683,769 19.3 
0 a ions beatin dgemess 739,711 562,505 24.0 
Trans-Missouri-Kansas ........... 405,277 387,168 4.5 
MONE 4g Ricks sachoxds tu woneee ns 6,413,014 5,155,115 19.6 
*Increase. 


Of the twenty-nine commodities included in the estimate, 
increases are expected in six, all of which come under agricul- 
tural products. Of the remaining twenty-three commodities, 
decreases are estimated for all. 

The six commodities for which increases are estimated are 
all grain; flour, meal and other mill products; citrus fruits; 
other fresh fruits; live stock, and poultry and dairy products. 

The twenty-three for which decreases are expected fol- 
low: Hay, straw and alfalfa; cotton; cotton seed and products 
except oil; potatoes; other fresh vegetables; coal and coke; ore 
and concentrates; gravel, sand and stone; salt; lumber and 
forest products; petroleum and petroleum products; sugar, 
syrup and molasses; iron and steel; machinery and _ boilers; 
cement; brick and clay products; lime and plaster; agricultural 
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implements and vehicles other than automobiles; automobiles, 
trucks and parts; fertilizers of all kinds; paper, paper board 
and prepared roofing; chemicals and explosives; and canned 
goods, including all canned food products. 

Loading of grain is expected to be 15.2 per cent greater 
in the third quarter of 1938 than in the same period last year, 
while for citrus fruit, an increase of 60.8 per cent is estimated. 
An increase of 4.8 per cent is expected for live stock in the 
third quarter of this year compared with the corresponding 
period in 1937. For flour, meal and other mill products, an 
increase of 1.9 per cent is expected, fresh fruits other than cit- 
rus fruits, 1.8 per cent increase,-and poultry and dairy prod- 
ucts, four-tenths of one per cent increase. 

Of the commodities for which decreases are estimated in 
the third quarter of 1938 compared with the same period in 
1937, those showing the largest percentage of decrease are 
automobiles, trucks and parts, 67.7 per cent; iron and steel, 41 
per cent; ore and concentrates, 40.2 per cent; machinery and 
boilers, 34 per cent; agricultural implements and vehicles other 
than automobiles, 32.1 per cent; brick and clay products, 25.1 
per cent; cotton, 24.3 per cent;-coal apd=coke, 21.4 per cent; 
gravel, sand and stone, 91.3’ perSpeht; Lake rest prod- 
ucts, 20.2 per cent; paper, paper board and are. roofing, 
13.8 per cent; sugar, syrup and m er cent; chemi- 
cals and explosives, mde ;lime and plaster, 12.4 per 
cent; and petroleum an Rigs . cent. 
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tg hha RRS ioe 1938, 


The estimated carloadings for t 
together with the actual dings fetta. same period in 1937, 

se or increase™for eagh of the 
twenty-nine commodities inc in the forecast -@& the thir- 







and the percentage of 


teen Shippers’ Advisory Boards“foll6w:7 y +2 & ” 
idings*—. Estimated 
Actual Estimated Per Cent 
Commodity 1937 1938 Decrease 
RP REE icc talunueenwsdawaupueed 375,999 433,263 15.2* 
Flour, meal and other mill products 183,056 186,521 1.9* 
Hay, straw and alfalfa .<issiccccces 25,456 24,244 4.8 
EI ae a dnaindsiea bale Uaccie a <oaarasie cue 67,375 50,988 24.3 
Cotton seed and products, except oil. 24,153 24,134 Be 
SUNT ENE ova nlp aisedte-ceannaebacus 17,165 27,609 60.8* 
CGhee Trea: Traits... cccccicccccccses 97,079 98,831 1.8* 
INS care iy de antee a pieldilelngrdca vdérwe 38,342 36,166 5.7 
Other fresh vegetables .............. 40,500 40,001 1.2 
A Ree ee 178,306 186,946 4.8* 
Poultry and dairy products ......... 25,526 25,640 .4* 
Sr NN ons la a ust uin esd’ e neieneicion 1,705,080 1,340,240 21.4 
Ore and concentrates ............... 822,294 492,003 40.2 
Gravel, sand and stone ............. 448,226 352,644 21.3 
A Se ee eee eee 27,063 25,758 4.8 
Lumber and forest products ....... 547,127 436,695 20.2 
Petroleum and petroleum products .. 567,549 519,711 8.4 
Sugar, syrup and molasses .......... 46,948 40,866 13.0 
SROM ON CIN 6 aos si creccacac cswesden 456,257 269,318 41.0 
Machinery and boilers .............. 39,399 25,990 34.0 
NS lod daca tu katona Oonb ace xedaees 169,070 159,641 5.6 
Brick and clay products ............ 68,653 - 51,454 25.1 
RRO BE FURIE ooo cc cwicciccveres 42,818 37,503 12.4 
Agric. implements and vehicles, other 
SED RUIN UIE ensccckiccanceeccde 4,995 16,976 32.1 
Automobiles, trucks and parts ....... 148,878 48,153 67.7 
WOLCERES, GEE RINGS o.oo co cieianevnses 47,792 44,946 6.0 
Paper, paper bd. and prepared roofing 92,010 79,332 13.8 
Chemicals and explosives ........... 27,577 24,099 12.6 
Canned goods—all canned food prod- 
ucts (includes catsup, jams, jellies, 
olives, pickles, preserves, etc.) .... 58,311 55,443 4.9 
NE aij ru Si ae alld haenatadbeuals 6,413,014 5,155,115 19.6 
*Increase. 


COAL OPERATORS TO FIGHT 


A suggestion that the coal industry and employes of rail- 
roads take political action in behalf of coal in the coming cam- 
paign is contained in a bulletin of the National Coal Associa- 
tion, issued this week. It sets forth that 435 representatives 
and 33 senators are to be elected this year. The association said 
it thus became the duty of the industry to see that facts and 
figures about its condition were submitted to those who solicited 
the support of those interested in it. 

As part of a campaign for regaining business lost to other 
forms of fuel, the directors of the association adopted resolutions 
opposing the loan of money by the federal government for the 
construction of a proposed natural gas pipe line to Duluth, 
Minn., the resolution to apply also in the event of any other 
natural gas pipe line being proposed to be built with federal 
money. Another resolution recommended that pipe lines not 
now regulated and restricted as the railroads were, have their 
rates established in the same manner as rates were made for 
the railroads and regulated pipe lines. 

Another resolution recommended amendments to the re- 
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cently enacted natural gas law so as to make it certain that the 
Federal Power Commission had authority to regulate the rates 
of transportation and the prices of natural gas. That power, 
it was suggested, was necessary to enable the regulating body 
to deal with situations showing what was called a discrimina- 
tory practice on the part of sellers of natural gas for industrial 
use at what were called ridiculously low prices. It was asserted 
that domestic users of natural gas some times were charged 
from six to ten times as much for gas as were industrial users. 
The directors of the association also adopted a resolution recom- 
mending a customs duty of three cents a gallon on imported 
foreign fuel oil. 

Common action by the coal industry and railroad employes 
was suggested on account of the coal traffic the railroads had 
sone losing by reason of the taking of coal markets by other 
uels. 

The directors of the association reaffirmed their opposition 
to the use of public money for the construction of hydro-electric 
projects such as the TVA, and the proposed St. Lawrence water- 
way. They denounced them as destructive of jobs in coal mines. 


COMMERCE IN FIREARMS 


President Roosevelt has signed S. 3, a bill regulating com- 
merce in firearms. The Secretary of the Treasury, under the 
law, will prescribe rules and regulations governing shipments 
of firearms. 


SOUTHERN ECONOMIC SURVEY 


Alleged high freight rate costs to the southern manufac- 
ture to reach more than half of the nation’s markets were 
cited as one of the factors making the south, according to 
President Roosevelt, “the nation’s No. 1 economic problem” 
in a conference, July 5, between southern leaders and Lowell 
Mellett, executive director of the National Emergency Council. 
The conference, composed of 23 southern business men, labor 
leaders, publishers and economists discussed what they believed 
to be the factors making the south an economic problem. 

Reports on each factor contributing to the situation about 
which President Roosevelt hopes to do something will be drawn 
up for submission to the President. Under that program one 
report will be devoted to freight rate costs. 

President Roosevelt, in a message to the group, referred to 
the south as the nation’s No. 1 economic problem. He said 
that there was an economic unbalance in the nation as a whole 
due to conditions in the south. He suggested the holding of 
the conference which took place in Mr. Mellett’s office. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The Railway Employes’ Department of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, representing shopmen on the railroads, has 
asked the National Mediation Board to conduct an election 
among shop and roundhouse employes of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road system to determine who shall represent them for the 
purposes of collective bargaining under the railway labor act. 
It was stated at the board that an investigation would be made 
to determine whether an election should be held. Before an 
election is ordered the board must find that a dispute as to repre- 
sentation of employes exists, it is pointed out. Railroad labor 
spokesmen said the shopmen had been represented by a “com- 
pany” union, the only “survivor of the many company unions 
which until recently prevailed on the Pennsylvania.” 

The National Labor Relations Board has ordered Atlantic 
Greyhound Corporation, Charleston, W. Va., to reinstate J. Lee 
to the position of regular dispatcher at the company’s Raleigh, 
N. C., terminal, which he held at the time of his discharge on 
June 15, 1937, and to reimburse Lee for wage losses suffered 
by reason of his discharge. The board found that Lee was dis- 
charged because he joined and assisted the Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, and that this action by the company restrained 
its employes from freely exercising their rights guaranteed by 
the national labor relations act. 


RAIL AND SECURITY TAXES 


_ The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under the carriers 
taxing act of 1937, regulations 100, article 3, who are employes, 
and also under section 9 (a) of the social security act, Title 
VIII, section 811, regulations 91, article 2, has made the fol- 
lowing ruling: 


A performs services in repairing freight cars for the M Railroad 
Co., a “‘carrier’’ owned and controlled by the O Steel Co. With respect 
to such services, A is an ‘‘employe’’ within the meaning of the carriers 
taxing act of 1937. He also performs similar services for the O Steel 
Co., but since that company is not a “‘carrier,’’ A is not an “‘“employe”’ 
under the carriers taxing act of 1937 with respect to services performed 
for that company. However, the services performed by A for the O 
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Steel Co. constitute ‘‘employment’’ under Title VIII of the social se- 
curity act. 

Under regulations 100, article 301, measure of employes 
tax, he has made the following: 

The compensation of A as an ‘‘employe’’ of a local lodge of a rail- 
way labor organization, national in scope, is subject to tax under the 
carriers taxing act of 1937. Liability for such tax is not affected by 


the receipt of a pension under section 6 of the railroad retirement act 
of 1937. 


AIR TRANSPORT APPOINTMENTS . 


Appointments to the Civil Aeronautics Authority, the Ad- 
ministrator, and the Air Safety Board were made by President 
Roosevelt July 7, as follows: Authority—Edward J. Noble, 
Connecticut, Chairman; Harlee Branch, now assistant Post 
Master General, Vice Chairman; G. Grant Mason, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, vice-president of the Pan American Air 
Ways; Robert Hinckley, Utah; Oswald Ryan, Indiana, at present 
general counsel of the Federal Power Commission. Adminis- 
trator—Clinton M. Hester, Montana, now assistant general 
counsel of the Treasury. Members of the Air Safety Board— 
Thomas O. Hardin, Texas, and Sumter Smith, Alabama. 


AIR MAIL RATES 


In a proposed report in air mail docket No. 32, air mail 
rates for route No. 26, Examiner A. D. Hechmer has recom- 
mended that the Commission find that the rate of compensa- 
tion for the transportation of air mail and the service connected 
therewith over route No. 26, as now extended, was not fair 
and reasonable from and after November 22, 1937, the date 
of the filing of the petition. The examiner recommended that 
the Commission find that a fair and reasonable rate for each 
mile flown with 300 pounds of mail or less, was, is and will 
be a rate determined by applying the provisions of the Com- 
mission’s order in Air Mail Compensation, 206 I. C. C. 675, to 
a base rate of 3344 cents an airplane mile for a base mileage 
of 67,000 miles a month. 

The petition for a review of the rate was filed by Hanford 
Airlines. Air mail route No. 26, at the time prior decision 
was made, extended from St. Paul, Minn., to Kansas City, Mo., 
with intermediate stops at Minneapolis, Minn., Sioux Falls, 
S. D., Sioux City, Ia., Omaha, Neb., and St. Joseph, Mo. A 
rate of 32 cents a mile was prescribed. The examiner said 
that various changes in the route and schedules had been made 
since then and additional intermediate stops had been estab- 
lished. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 

The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended order made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 12028, Carey & Skinner, Inc., broker application; MC 
23454, Ralph Charles Hoover, common carrier application; MC 
31768, Lehigh and New England Terminal Warehouse (the 
Pennsylvania Co. for insurances on lives and granting annuities, 
trustee), common carrier application; MC 17327, Lehigh and 
New England Terminal Warehouse (the Pennsylvania Co. for 
insurances on lives and granting annuities, trustee), broker 
insurance on lives and granting annuities, trustee), broker appli- 
cation; MC 12052, William M. Blackwell, broker application; MC 
59462, Hadley Transfer & Storage Co., common carrier applica- 
tion; MC 86538, Edw. Hetling, contract carrier application; 
MC 86446, Victor R. Dollar, contract carrier application; MC 
86489, George Murphy, contract carrier application; MC 86550, 
Lester F. Griffith, contract carrier application; MC 96543, Tim- 

I. & S. M-328, paper book matches in the Middle Atlantic 
States; MC 12054, Hollander Storage & Moving Co., Inc., bro- 
ker application; MC 31997, J. J. Shearman, broker application; 
MC 44633, Flois M. Murphy, common carrier application; 
MC 76996, Ericsson Line, Inc., common carrier application. 
othy Donahue, common carrier application; I. & S. M-328, paper 
book matches in the Middle Atlantic States; MC 12054, Hol- 
lander Storage & Moving Co., Inc., broker application; MC 
31997, J. J. Shearman, broker application; MC 44633, Flois M. 
Murphy, common carrier application; MC 76996, Ericsson Line, 
Inc., common carrier application. 


CONTRACT PERMIT QUESTIONS 


The advisory committee of the common carrier division 
of American Trucking Associations and common carriers will 
meet at the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, July 15, and the contract 
carrier division of the same organization will meet July 19 and 
20 at the same place, to prepare for the argument in MC 1898, 
Keystone Transportation Co., contract carrier application and 
related cases, set for July 28 and 29 in Washington before divi- 
sion 5 of the Commission. The argument is to cover questions 
pertaining to the scope of permits issued to contract carriers. 
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C. M. F. A. BOARD ACTION 


Barney Cushman, president, Cushman Motor Delivery 
Company, Chicago, president, Central Motor Freight Associa- 
tion, has announced the appointment of the following chairmen 
of committees of the association: 


Insurance, Alex A. Scherer, Scherer Freight Lines, Ottawa, IIl.; 
revision of dues, Harry Chaddick, president, American Transportation 
Company, Chicago; finance, Carl H. Ozee, president, Hayes Freight 
Lines, Chicago; by-laws, Walter Mullady, president, Decatur Cartage 
Company, Chicago; membership, Ben E. Johnson, vice-president, Grand 
Rapids Motor Express Company, Chicago; entertainment, Bill Bar- 
ranco, Liberty Trucking Company, Chicago; freight claim rules, G. 
A. Fitzgerald, Keeshin Motor Express Company, Chicago. 


The board of directors of the association has voted to 
cooperate with the American Trucking Associations, Inc., in 
the formation of its common carriers’ division by setting up 
a similar division within the Central Motor Freight Association. 
It has set up a common carrier committee, headed by Mr. Chad- 
dick, with power to solicit funds and control of the expendi- 
ture of such funds for the welfare of common carriers in 
the territory covered by the association. The board has also 
invited contract carrier members of the association to set up 
a contract carrier division within the association to cooperate 
with the A. T. A. contract carrier division. 

The board has set July 11 as the date for the next meet- 
ing of the membership of the association at the Stevens Hotel, 
Chicago. In connection with that meeting, non-members of 
the association who are members of its rate and tariff bureau, 
have been invited to attend and to select two non-member 
representatives to sit with the association’s board in the con- 
sideration of matters affecting the bureau. 


HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION 


Phases of the highway transportation problem considered 
at a series of transportation conferences held in Paris, France, 
under the auspices of the International Chamber of Commerce 
are indicated in a summary of a report of the conferences 
received in Washington by the American Section of the Cham- 
ber. 

The conferences were held by the International Chamber’s 
Highway Transport Commission, by a special committee on 
barriers to international commercial transport and a session 
of international groups of transportation users. 

Private motor carriers, the highway commission declares, 
must be left free. The commission holds that in the interest of 
business itself it is necessary for enterprises to be able to 
carry their own goods on their own vehicles. This is declared 
to be consistent also with the public interest, inasmuch as it 
stimulates public carriers to maintain a high standard of serv- 
ice to prevent loss of their traffic to private carriers. 

With respect to public carriers, the commission holds that 
they should assume such obligations as are necessary in the 
public interest, in particular those concerning safety and regu- 
larity of transport. They should not be purely and simply 
subjected to the present operating conditions of other means of 
transport, it is declared, and rate structures should be based 
on their own operating conditions and on the nature of the 
traffic. 

Too stringent restriction of the number of tonnage of ve- 
hicles of public carriers, the commission believes, would be an 
antieconomic measure. The carriers, it says, must be able to 
cope with the possibility of increased or changing traffic re- 
quirements. 

Where licenses and concessions are granted to public car- 
riers for definite periods, the commission holds that the period 
should be fairly long, with priority for renewal in favor of 
operators conforming to their obligations. A too short or too 
uncertain license is declared to be detrimental to initiative and 
improvement and likely to prevent the operator from establish- 
ing his business on a sound financial basis. 

Professional organization of the public transport industry 
is recommended in the interest of the recovery of the transport 
market, but it is held that such organization should be effected 
by the industry itself on a voluntary basis rather than by 
compulsion. 

As regards special taxation, the commission believes that 
public transport on the highways should pay only its proper 
share in the cost of maintenance, renewal, police, improvement 
and construction of roads. 

The vital importance of safety on the road from the social 
and economic viewpoint is emphasized. The commission stresses 
the necessity of an international code for each category of road 
users and of uniform signs, signals and markings. It also 
recommends research into accident causes, establishment of 
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accident statistics, enforcement of safety regulations, education 
in schools and for the,general public and training of personnel 
specializing in questions of traffic discipline and highway and 
vehicle technique. 

The commission urges that methodical surveys of present 
and potential traffic and economic conditions should always pre- 
cede the construction or general reconstruction of a road system. 
It emphasizes the effectiveness of segregation of traffic in reduc- 
ing accident hazards, and recommends the construction of special 
motor roads on grounds of safety, efficient traffic flow, relief of 
congestion, and general economic utility. 

Uniformity in vehicle standards fixed by different countries 
is urged by the special committee on barriers to international 
commercial motor transport. It is noted that one country has 
a maximum allowable width which, reduced to American terms, 
is barely 7 feet, while adjoining countries authorize somewhat 
more than 8 feet. The committee takes note of the studies 
undertaken by motor manufacturers with a view to international 
standardization and recommends that they be actively pursued. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


In what was declared to have been the first case ever 
brought against a broker under the motor carrier act, the 
Commission has been advised that Judge Bowen, of the federal 
court in the western district of Washington, northern division, 
has imposed a fine of $350 and costs on A. G. Vasser, after a 
jury had found him guilty on all counts of an information 
charging violations of the motor carrier act. Vasser, according 
to a statement by Secretary Bartel, had filed an application 
with the Commission for a broker’s license and was operating 
as such under the trade name of Washington Freight Brokers 
with offices at Seattle, Wash. 

The information, of eight counts, alleged that Vasser, as 
the agent, employe and representative of the Olympic Foundry 
Co. of Seattle, knowingly solicited, accepted and received con- 
cessions from the Associated Freight Lines, Inc., a motor 
common carrier of property, operating between Seattle and 
Portland, Ore. It further alleged, according to the secretary’s 
statement, that the lawful charge under the carrier’s tariff on 
malleable iron washers and rough iron castings between Seattle 
and Portland was 45 cents a hundred pounds and alleged that 
the — was transported at a rate of 31.5 cents a hundred 
pounds. 

Secretary Bartel’s statement said it developed that of the 
difference between the lawful rate and the amount received 
by the carrier, Vasser passed five cents a hundred weight to 
the shipper, retained five cents himself, and in addition 
exacted from the carrier 10 per cent commission for his services 
as broker. The carrier, according to the statement, now is in 
receivership, due largely to the granting of similar concessions 
and giving of rebates to numerous other shippers. Prior to 
the trial of Vasser, said Secretary Bartel’s statement, the other 
defendant, Olympic Foundry Co., made a plea of nollo con- 
tendere. 

The case was prepared and presented to the district at- 
torney under the supervision of Jack G. Scott, chief attorney 
of the Bureau of Motor Carriers, according to the statement. 
A. S. Mason, an attorney of the motor bureau, helped in the 
trial of the case, said the secretary’s statement. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 
The recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases have become effective as shown: 

- MC 1166, Sub. No. 1, Swanson Bus Lines, Inc., extension 
of operations, Huron, Mobridge, as of June 15; MC 7366, Emil 
Sindelar, common carrier application, as of June 27; MC 7366, 
Sub. No. 1, Emil Sindelar, extension of operation, as of June 
27; MC 8114, Earl Harrison, common carrier application, as of 
June 17; MC 8114, Sub. No. 1, Earl Harrison, common carrier 
application—new operation, as of June 17; MC 8742, Sub. No. 
1, Panhandle Stages, Inc., extension of operations, as of June 
3; MC 42906, Sub. No. 1, Clark W. Howell, extension of opera- 
tion—bricks, as of June 15; MC 50857, Edward T. Welsh, con- 
tract carrier application, as of June 27; MC 51021, Sub. No. 1, 
Lester Batho, extension of operations, as of June 15; MC 65697, 
Theatres Service Company, common carrier application, as of 
June 23; MC 70106, Sub. No. 1, Caldwell Bros., common car- 
rier application, as of June 15; MC 78788, Sub. No. 1, M. E. 
Naylor, extension of operations—North Carolina, as of June 
25; MC 86030, Claude Romaine Clarke, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of June 17; MC 86411, Alphons Kleinschmit, common 
carrier application, as of June 25; MC 86580, Hans Eiler Jensen, 
common carrier application, as of June 23; MC 86616, Ivan 
Wicker, common carrier application, as of June 25; MC 86914, 
Francis M. Anderson, common carrier application, as of June 
25; MC 88313. Thomas Jefferson Fast, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 16; MC 88359, Walter L. MclIlvain, common 
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carrier application, as of June 24; MC 92729, Sub. No. 1, 
Arnold T. Wallander, extension of operations, as of June 27; 
MC 93318, Sub. No. 1, Joe D.- Hughes, Inc., extension of opera- 
tions—Louisiana, as of June 17; MC F-311, Acme Freight 
Lines, Inc., purchase, D. L. Carter, as of July 5; MC F-312, 
Acme Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, John Van Dyke and Otto 
Vogel, as of July 5; MC 532, Sub. No. 1, Champ Nutter, exten- 
sion of operations, household goods, as of June 20; MC 660, Sub. 
No. 1, Hoevels Transfer Co., extension of operations, as of June 
22; MC 1501, Sub. No. 1, New England Greyhound Lines, Inc., 
extension of operations, Groton, as of June 21; MC 1509, Sub. 
No. 1, Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., Helena-Three Forks 
extension, as of June 21; MC 1657, Sub. No. 1, Dougherty Stor- 
age & Van Co., extension of operations, North Dakota, Illinois, 
etc., as of June 22; MC 2908, Sub. No. 2, Capital Motor Lines, 
extension of operations, Tuscaloosa, as of June 17; MC 6093, 
Sub. No. 1, De Shong Motor Freight Lines, Inc., extension of 
operation, Wichita, Kan., as of June 17; MC 14511, Sub. No. 1, 
Helena Bus Line, Helena-Oxford extension, as of June 22; MC 
20808, Albert G. Winward, common carrier application, as of 
June 20; MC 28118, Sub. No. 1, John Ubeda, extension of opera- 
tions, as of June 20; MC 39798, Norman L. Hearn, common 
carrier application, as of June 20; MC 48820, John M. Emery, 
broker application, as of June 22; MC 74261, Sub. No. 1, Lewis 
Brothers, extension of operations, Amarillo, Tex., as of June 20; 
MC 86495, E. C. Rath, common carrier application, as of June 
20; MC 86502, Karl Rydell, common carrier application, as of 
June 20; MC 86587, Edward Joseph Ulrich, common carrier 
application, as of June 1; MC 86919, Theodore O. Stauffacher, 
contract carrier application, as of June 21; MC 88003, V. L. 
Boyles and Car] H. Luten, common carrier application, as of 
June 20; MC 88065, William H. Naudain, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of June 20; MC 88095, Joseph Glass, common car- 
rier application, as of June 21; MC 88130, Capitol Trucking and 
Forwarding Co., Inc., common carrier application, as of June 
21; MC 88347, John G. Dewar, common carrier application, as 
of June 20; MC 88358, W. B. Barton, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 20; MC 88531, Paul F. Eggerss, common car- 
rier application, as of June 21; MC 88682, J. H. McLucas and 
William Tittensor, common carrier application, as of June 21; 
MC 88698, Howard Wolchansky, common carrier application, as 
of June 21; MC 88705, Ralph Carl Huttich, contract carrier 
application, as of June 21; MC 88866, Tatco Trucking Corpora- 
tion, contract carrier application, as of June 21; MC 88953, Kam 
Trucking Co., Inc., contract carrier application, as of June 21; 
MC 89047, Richard Pierce Kelly, contract carrier application, 
as of June 22; MC 92661, D. Tumminello & Son, contract car- 
rier application, as of June 20; MC 92958, Merlin Hayes, dba 
Hayes Truck Line, extension of operations, as of June 17; MC 
94215, Abe Schitzer, contract carrier application, as of June 21; 
MC 94357, Caesar Costanzo, contract carrier application, as of 
June 21; MC 2376, Holland Highway Express, Inc., common 
carrier application, as of June 17; MC 4159, Sub. No. 1, William 
Wrightesmith, extension of operations, Indiana, as of June 20; 
MC 12073, Leroy M. Brannic, broker application, as of June 
23; MC 34890, Ray Sloas, contract carrier application, as of 
June 23; MC 34890, Sub. No. 1, Ray Sloas, extension of opera- 
tions, as of June 23; MC 78312, Samuel Coralluzzo, common 
carrier application, as of June 17; MC 88898, Valley Coaches, 
common carrier application, as of June 21; MC 13070, Nora 
Striplin, contract carrier application, as of June 23; MC 
30795, Sub. No. 1, Paul Wadley, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 24; MC 39977, Stroller’s Express, com- 
mon carrier application, as of June 23; MC 39977, Sub. No. 
1, Stroller’s Express, extension of operations—Chicago, as 
of June 23; MC 71783, W. F. Magnett, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 23; MC 71783, Sub. No. 1, W. F. Magnett, ex- 
tension of operations, as of June 23; MC 86096, Parker Erick- 
son, common carrier application, as of June 24; MC 86566, 
Victor A. Johnson, common carrier application, as of June 23; 
MC 86618, August Heinsma, common carrier application, as of 
June 24; MC 86665, Helen C. Mattson, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 24; MC 86685, Dale H. Hoogensen, common car- 
rier application, as of June 24; MC 86711, Raymond Stone, 
common carrier application, as of June 24; MC 86800, Butler 
Brothers, common carrier application, as of June 24; MC 86850, 
Jack Ira Monroe, common carrier application, as of June 23; 
-% ata Arnold T. Wallander, common carrier application, as 
of June 23. 


MIDDLE ATLANTIC TRUCK RATES 


The general rate committee of motor carriers created to 
prepare for the hearing in Ex Parte MC-20 at Philadelphia July 
18 before Examiner T. B. Johnson began its work the week be- 
ginning July 4 of preparing proposals for submission at the 
hearing in the light of views of both carriers and shippers de- 
veloped at conferences held in Washington. The proceeding is a 
general investigation into the lawfulness of the maximum, mini- 
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mum and basis of rates, charges and classifications applicable to 
transportation by all common carriers by motor vehicle subject 
to the motor carrier act, in New York, Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia and North 
Carolina. Following the conference of carriers held June 30 
about fifty shippers conferred with the general rate commit- 
tee members July 1. In the discussion one shipper repre- 
sentative proposed the use of the full carload or volume mini- 
mum weights where motor carriers use the carload rates. He 
said that for normal truckload minimum weights of 20,000 
pounds or less the rate should be higher than the railroad car- 
load rates. Opposition to the suggestion developed when Dab- 
ney T. Waring, chairman of the committee, questioned other 
shippers about it. Shippers were questioned particularly re- 
garding uniformity of rates, rules, etc., and many shippers 
said that uniformity was highly desirable. 


MOTOR RATES IN NEW YORK AREA 


The Commission, by division 5, in Ex Parte MC-20, motor 
carrier rates in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Dela- 
ware, has called on Class I motor carriers of property (carriers 
having gross revenue of $100,000 or more annually) for addi- 
tional information relative to income statements covering both 
intrastate and interstate revenue. The order requires such car- 
riers that are respondents in this proceeding to submit to the 
Commission on or before July 13, statements of operation and 
maintenance expenses for 1937 and for the three months ended 
March 31, 1938, or for the first three periods in 1938 instead of 
the first three months, in the case of those carriers which 
keep those accounts on a four-week period basis. The form on 
which the information is to be furnished is attached to the order. 


TRUCKING OF SILVER BARS 


The Treasury Department has announced that a contract 
has been awarded to Peter J. Malley, of New York City, for 
transporting approximately one million bars of silver from 
New York City to the department’s new bullion depository at 
West Point, N. Y. It said Malley would receive fifteen and 
three-quarter cents for each bar moved or a total of approxi- 
mately $157,000. A bar of silver weighs 72 pounds. Five thou- 
sand bars are to be moved each day, five days a week, and 
2,500 bars on Saturday. It is estimated it will take eight 
months to complete the transportation. Coast guardsmen will 
protect the silver while in transit between New York and West 
Point. 


MOTOR RATES IN NEW ENGLAND 


The New England Motor Rate Conference in Ex Parte MC 
22, I. and S. M-228 and I. and S. M-335, by brief asks the Com- 
mission to prescribe as minima the commodity rates embodied 
in its tariffs filed by Bailey, Doebner and Graves and listed 
in its brief. It further asks that the Commission direct correc- 
tion of errors and inequalities which may exist in the tariffs 
shown in the list for prescription by the Commission. 

While the conference did not deal with class rates and 
classifications as such, said the brief, it did clearly recognize 
the need for uniformity. 

As a temporary expedient, the brief said, the order should 
include class rates and classifications, which, for convenience 
would be referred to as the rates and classifications contended 
for by the Massachusetts Rate Bureau, Inc. The brief also 
asks that all steamship lines operating in conjunction with 
motor lines be required to conform with the order such as it 
requested. 


TEXAS TRAFFIC LEAGUE 


F. G. Robinson, traffic manager, Galveston Chamber of 
Commerce, was elected president of the Texas Industrial Traffic 
League at its annual convention in Galveston. He succeeds H. C. 
Eargle, of Beaumont. Other officers named include: Ed. P. 
Byars, Fort Worth, first vice-president; H. B. Cummins, Hous- 
ton, second vice-president; Dudley B. Foy, of Wichita Falls, 
third vice-president; Frank A. Leffingwell, of Dallas, secretary- 
treasurer. Mr. Robinson, who came to Galveston in 1935, was 
previously with the Lone Star Gas Company of Dallas for a 
number of years. Directors named by the organization include: 
Doss H. Berry, Beaumont; Ed. P. Byars, Fort Worth; H. B. 
Cummins, Houston; Frank H. Cross, Wichita Falls; D. S. 
Donovan, Dallas; R. V. Dover, San Antonio; H. C. Eargl, Beau- 
mont; C. A. Evans, Fort Worth; J. E. Farrow, Dallas; Dudley 
B. Foy, Wichita Falls; Sam Goodstein, Dallas; J. B. Gudger, 
Houston; W. T. Hancock, Houston; Byrd Harris, Corpus Christi; 
W. T. Hempel, Galveston; C. E. Holloman, Houston; L. O. Lang- 
ley, Dallas; Frank A. Leffingwell, Dallas; C. M. Penland, Waco; 
T. P. Reed, Austin; F. G. Robinson, Galveston; D. R. Simpson, 
Dallas; E. A. Starr, Fort Worth; E. J. Walsh, Round Rock, 
and G. H. Zimmerman, Waco. 
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GOVERNMENT AND BUSINESS 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In February, 1886, more than fifty years since, the U. S. 
Supreme Court handed down an opinion wherein there appears 
this utterance: “It is the duty of courts to be watchful for 
the constitutional rights of the citizen, and against any stealthy 
encroachments thereon. Their motto should be obsta prin- 
cipiis.” Reduced to plain English, that means “avoid begin- 
nings.”” That was the augury—and what has been the event? 

In 1887, the following year, there was adopted the act 
to regulate commerce, now the interstate commerce act, which 
marked the “beginnings” of public utility regulation. From 
time to time this statute has been amended and strengthened, 
with other restrictive legislation being provided along there- 
with, and, in addition, the several states have passed similar 
regulatory acts the validity of which has been sustained on 
the premise that public control of utilities is proper, so that, 
at present, the management of the railroads in its broadest 
aspect has been, for the most part, taken from railroad officials 
and lodged in bureaucratic agencies that are without responsi- 
bility to the private owners for the successful operation of 
their properties. 

The result? Approximately a third of the railroad mile- 
age of these United States is now in receivership or trustee- 
ship and is being operated by the courts, with strong pros- 
pects that, in the near future, a substantial amount of additional 
mileage is destined to become similarly involved, to say 
nothing of the numerous short lines that have had to be 
abandoned entirely. And almost daily we have unabashed pre- 
dictions emanating from high government officials that the 
financial interests of the private investors in these properties 
will ultimately be “liquidated.” (The word itself smacks 
strongly of Russia.) 

More recently, with railroad regulation as the “beginning” 
of a “stealthy encroachment” upon the constitutional rights 
of the private citizen, other similar “regulating” bureaus, such 
as the Federal Trade Commission, the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, and the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion, to mention but a few, have been created. To all appear- 
ances, they will proceed in due time with the regulation and 
ultimate “liquidation” of the private ownership of the respec- 
tive properties entrusted to their benign protection, although 
it will be done, of course, solely “in the interest of the pub- 
lic!” In short, they will be confiscated by ‘due process of 
law.” 

And now the wage-and-hour legislation has been placed 
on the statute books. What does that mean? It means that, 
with the regulation of the railroads and other public utilities 
constituting the “beginnings” warned against by the Supreme 
Court, every Tom, Dick, and Harry who is running a private 
business which the courts can be persuaded into holding is en- 
gaged in interstate commerce will have to get into the “goose- 
step” line and conform his operations to the dictates of public 
officials who have not the least concern whether the business 
prospers or is driven into bankruptcy and ruin. Truly, the 
prophetic warning of the Supreme Court that we should “avoid 
beginnings” has been abundantly vindicated by the events that 
have transpired in its wake. Whither are we drifting? What 
is to come next? Quien sabe? 


Dallas, Tex., June 30, 1938. Robert Thompson. 


TRUCK VS. RAIL TRANSPORT 


Editor the Traffic World: 

We have recently received in this office a letter which 
seems to indicate quite definitely the trend of the times with 
respect to transportation via truck vs. rail. The writer recalls 
that some two or three years ago many of the important ship- 
pers did not patronize the trucks because of their long friendly 
relations with the railroads and were, doubtless, influenced to 
some extent by railroad purchases. 

During the intervening period there has been a tremendous 
change in the attitude of these larger shippers. The action of 
one large industry will illustrate better than anything I might 
say what has happened to bring about the change. This firm 


undertook the sale of a certain commodity in the city of Den- 
ver and was somewhat amazed to find that a competitor was 
quoting a sale price less than the cost of the goods to the firm 
mentioned. An investigation developed that the competitor 
was moving the commodity from a far eastern point by truck, 
and that the difference in the transportation cost was such 
as to enable them to sell the merchandise cheaper in Denver 
than the other firm could buy it. 

This was a revelation and from that date forward the 
firm found that if they were to remain in the business it would 
be necessary for them to watch their transportation costs, and 
a movement of a great deal of tonnage has gradually slipped 
away from the railroads to the trucks. The action of this 
particular firm is typical of the action of numerous others, 
and the reason for this letter is, as stated in the beginning, 
the receipt of a letter from one of the largest industries in 
the United States, the name of which for obvious reasons we 
will not disclose. 

The letter was addressed to various truck tariff publish- 
ing agents and pointed out that, in the adjustment of rates in 
connection with the Ex Parte 123 increases, the trucks had in 
some cases published a rate 1c higher than the rates between 
the same points via rail. This shipper stated that, although 
the difference was not great, it would, in many cases, cause 
movements to be diverted to the rail lines, thereby placing the 
truck lines at a disadvantage. This shipper further stated that 
another angle to be considered was that available tonnage had 
fallen off with all carriers and with business conditions as they 
now are shippers are moving their materials via the cheapest 
routes available. 

It is amazing that one of our major industries would put 
out a letter indicating that traffic would be diverted from one 
form of transportation to another for the sake of saving 1c 
per 100 pounds or 20c per ton. There ought to be a lesson 
in this for both the rails and the trucks, particularly for the 
rails, because it indicates that transportation is clearly one of 
the cost factors of doing business and that, regardless of the 
needs of either form of transportation, the industries are keep- 
ing their own house in order by chosing the form of transpor- 
tation which affords the lowest cost. 

It is doubtless true that in many areas the trucks and 
rails can go along on exactly the same level of rates, but when 
this is done transportation monopoly is again with us which 
may or may not be a good thing for the country as a whole. 
On the other hand, there are other areas where the rails 
simply can not compete because of the superior service by 
truck and the lower cost by truck. 

For instance, a rail line between two given points 300 miles 
apart may have an investment of $50,000 per mile or $15,000,000 
upon which a fair rate of return must be earned. A truck 
operator between the same points capable of handling a tre- 
mendous amount of tonnage would ordinarily have an invest- 
ment of not to exceed $100,000. It is not difficult to deter- 
mine that the truck operator has a tremendous advantage 
and with efficient managament can operate at a substantially 
less cost than can his rail competitor. 

The writer does not presume to know the answer, but it is 
apparent that a number of years will be required to determine 
just what traffic may belong to the rails and what to the trucks. 

Denver, Colo., July 6, 1938. D. C. Stone. 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: Allen M. Alboum, Lancaster, Pa.; William E. 
Allen, Jr., Bridgeport, Conn.; George W. Allgair, Somerville, 
N. J.; Buist Murfee Anderson, Hartford, Conn.; Charles L. 
Apfel, New York, N. Y.; Theodore C. Baer, Jersey City, N. J.; 
Donald Parvin Barnes, Cedar Rapids, Ia.; Murray Emanuel 
Baron, New York, N. Y.; Max M. Batzer, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Carroll L. Beedy, Washington, D. C.; Eugene L. Behmer, 
Indianapolis, Ind.; Claude V. Birkhead, San Antonio, Tex.; 
Charles Joseph Bodner, Passaic, N. J.; Edward L. Boisseree, 
Lincoln, Neb.; Durwood H. Bradley, Lubbock, Tex.; Garfield 
E. Breese, Mason City, Ia.; M. Ralph Brown, Albuquerque, 
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N. Mex.; Eugene J. Callahan, Boston, Mass.; W. Clayton 
Carpenter, Denver, Colo.; William L. Carpenter, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; John Robert Carroll, Michigan City, Ind.; A. C. Carson, 
Riverton, Va.; Charles Louis Casper, Wilkes-Barre, Pa.; Ed- 
ward Ackley Cole, Columbus, O.; Maurice L. Cone, Sheridan, 
Wyo.; Joy DeNeen Cornell, Kansas City, Mo.; Francis E. 
Criner, Jeannette, Pa.; Sidna Poage Dalton, Cape Girardeau, 
Mo.; Carlton Spencer Dargusch, Columbus, O.; Clayton M. 
Davis, Topeka, Kan.; Edward M. Day, Hartford, Conn.; Phili 

Donald DeHoff, Jacksonville, Fla.; William Joseph DeHoff, 
Jacksonville, Fla.; Fred Alvin Dennis, Detroit Lakes, Minn.; 
Leon L. Dreskin, Newark, N. J.; Jesse Caldwell Duvall, Ft. 
Worth, Tex.; Roger E. Ela, Boston, Mass.; Alfred L. Finkel- 
stein, Waterbury, Conn.; Harry James Flack, Ft. Wayne, Ind.; 
Wallace Cecil Ford, Buford, Ga.; Frank Leroy Fountain, New 
Haven, Conn.; Elmer Friedbauer, Passaic, N. J.; William Rea 
Furlong, Jr., Washington, D. C.; Robert Harris Gamble, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Henry Mills Garner, Atlanta, Ga.; Samuel Glad- 
ner, Buffalo, N. Y.; Myron Goldman, New York, N. Y.; Sidney 
Leon Goldstein, New Haven, Conn.; Samuel Raymond Greer, 
Mission, Texas; M. E. Griffith, Fresno, Calif.; Nathaniel Gros- 
man, Washington, D. C.; Otto C. Haenni, Jr., Chicago, IIL; 
Guss Hagenstein, Fullerton, Calif.; James Wm. Haley, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Robert W. Hall, St. Louis, Mo.; Carl O. Ham- 
lin, Corpus Christi, Tex.; Milton G. Hanfield, Hoboken, N. J.; 
Robert L. Hanna, Delphi, Ind.; Abraham I. Harkavy, Newark, 
N. J.; Thomas Francis Healy, Washington, D. C.; Curtis Heath, 
New York, N. Y.; W. Brown Higbee, Uniontown, Pa.; Wm. 
Inge Hill, Montgomery, Ala.; Charles I. Houston, St. Marys, 
Pa.; Lawrence Augustus Howard, Hartford, Conn.; George H. 
Hubbell, Trenton, Mo.; William J. Hughes, Jr., Washington, 
D. C.; Harrison Herschel Hunt, Youngstown, O.; E. C. Iden, 
Albuquerque, N. M.; Val Irion, Shreveport, La.; Joseph Moss 
Ives, Danbury, Conn.; James E. Jackson, Atlanta, Ga.; Francis 
J. Kelly, Washington, D. C.; Alfred W. Kiefer, Hackensack, 
N. J.; Abraham Kleinberg, New York, N. Y.; Karl Herman 
Koch, Detroit, Mich.; Mayer Koplovitz, Syracuse, N. Y.; Robert 
M. Kronman, Passaic, N. J.; Clarence U. Landrum, Detroit 
Lakes, Minn.; Frank Landwehr, St. Louis, Mo.; Hugh C. Lari- 
mer, Topeka, Kan.; John Ross Lauer, New York, N. Y.; William 
Alexander Leonard, Columbus, Ga.; Alfred M. Loeser, Chicago, 
Ill.; Thomas Vincent Maloney, San Francisco, Calif.; Leonard J. 
Mandl, New York, N. Y.; James Ashford Manka, Wichita, Kan.; 
Walter T. Margetts, Jr., New York, N. Y.; Edward S. McGrath, 
Portland, Ore.; Charles Alexander Nelson, Harrisonburg, Va.; 
Clarence O. Newcomb, Minneapolis, Minn.; Cecil P. Newsom, 
Ft. Worth, Tex.; Charles C. Norris, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa.; Max 
A. Patten, Joplin, Mo.; William H. Phelps, Sidney, N. Y.; Wm. 
C. Reid, Albuquerque, N. M.; Joseph W. Ress, Hartford, Conn.; 
Abraham L. Rosenberg, Bogota, N. J.; Frank A. Rossini, New 
York, N. Y.; Irwin Rubenstein, West New York, N. J.; Paul G. 
Russell, Akron, O.; Albert D. Schanzer, New York, N. Y.; 
Robert Edward Smith, New York, N. Y.; Charles Effinger 
Smoot, Washington, D. C.; Walter C. Solly, Harrisburg, Pa.; 
Irving Solomon, Jersey City, N. J.; Edward Stafford, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Francis Edward Stanley, Hartford, Conn.; Ernest 
Matthew Stokes, Mattoon, Ill.; Donald L. Stumpf, New York, 
N. Y.; Thomas H. Taggart, Topeka, Kan.; Samuel Temkin, 
Providence, R. I.; Alvin M. Thomas, Rossford, O.; Russell 
Everett Thomas, Memphis, Tenn.; Thomas Spruill Thornton, 
Winston-Salem, N. C.; Rudolph C. Waehner, Chicago, Ill.; Rob- 
ert Bruce Wallace, Philadelphia, Pa.; Leonard P. Walsh, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Sterry Robinson Waterman, St. Johnsbury, Vt.; 
Edward McLain Watters, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa.: Harry Leslie 
West, New York, N. Y.; Harold Everett Whitney, Phoenix, 
Ariz.; Frederick Holme Wiggin, New Haven, Conn.; Richard 
Thompson Wilbanks, New Orleans, La.; Charles E. Witten- 
meyer, Davenport, Ia.; Herman Wollitzer, Jackson Heights, 
N. Y.; Thomas Wood, Williamsport, Pa.; Thomas Wood, Jr., 
Los Angeles, Calif.; Albert Edward Woodhouse, St. Augustine 
Fla.; Cardinal Woolsey, Chattanooga, Tenn.; Joseph Tobe Zo- 
line, Chicago, Ill. 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 


In June 445 ocean vessels transited the Panama Canal, as 
compared with 465 in May and 472 in June last year, accord- 
ing to a radiogram received by the Secretary of War from the 
governor of the canal. Tolls amounted to $1,801,291.78 on the 
commercial transits by ocean vessels, as compared with $1,- 
886,825.66 in May and $2,070,337.89 in June last year. 

For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1938, the commercial 
transits numbered 5,524 as compared with 5,387 in the 1937 
fiscal year, and tolls totaled $23,196,888.70 as compared with 
$23,102,137.12 in the preceding fiscal year. 

Below is a table showing the number of commercial ves- 
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sels transiting the canal in the fiscal year 1938 in comparison 
with the same months a year ago: 


No. of Vessels Tolls Collected 





Month 1937 1936 1937 1936 
oe Sea epee omgnen etn 457 456 $ 2,029,642.45 $ 1,999,105.18 
MS. i Ma rg Ln 505 73 2,195,308.87 2,051,540.28 
re 444 466 1,935,673.78 2,045,440.82 
Sone ok pinks 461 482 1,981,087.87 2,081, 758.23 
ee 435 368 1,893, 462.00 1,488,054.25 
NN os iu n'tna had 5 ay wae 439 341 1,845,048.20 1,366, 388.58 

1938 1937 1938 1937 

I > i 5a ewe & 444 399 1,837,894.72 1,598,323.51 
0 rere 436 377 1,786,611.45 1,602,306.30 
NBN ec rss Sui aia aout 506 536 2,015,585.34 2,355,149.04 
Pt och cena cas cee 487 473 1,961,456.58 2,067,026.68 
Oe ee ee rer 465 544 1,886,825.66 2,376,706.36 
«Ate OL ie ee ny 445 472 1,801,291.78 2,070,337.89 

NN Coc is Sess bial he 5,524 5,387 $23,169,888.70 $23, 102,137.12 





PANAMA CANAL AND ITS PORTS 


The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, War De- 
partment, announces the publication of a revised report on 
The Panama Canal and its Ports, issued as No. 22 of a series 
of reports covering the principal ports of the United States. 

The revised volume contains information with regard to 
port and harbor conditions, port customs and regulations, serv- 
ices and charges, fuel and supplies, piers, wharves, storage 
warehouses, bulk freight storage, dry docks, marine repair 
plants, floating equipment, and wrecking and salvage facilities. 
The steamship lines serving the terminal ports are listed as 
well as those passing through the Canal in regular service. 
The services and charges of The Panama Railroad are dis- 
cussed; air lines and their services are listed; and the radio 
stations and their call letters and class of service are named. 

A detailed statement is presented showing by commodities 
the tonnages moving through the Canal from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific and from the Pacific to the Atlantic during the 
period 1929 to 1937, inclusive. Tables are also presented 
showing the traffic of the two terminal ports, Cristobal and 
Balboa, with the United States by principal commodities and 
ports in the fiscal year 1937. 





OREGON RAIL-WATER RATES 


Answering the petition of the Inland Navigation Co., in 
Ex Parte No. 117, application of that company for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity (see Traffic World, June 
25, p. 1477), the railroads assert that the Commission has not 
before it in the record sufficient or any facts on which to base 
an order granting the application. They say the Commission 
should set this proceeding for further hearing and thereafter 
enter an order denying the application and modifying its de- 
cision of September 19, 1936, by eliminating therefrom and 
from the certificate and order all requirements for the estab- 
lishment by them of any differentials whatsoever under the all- 
rail rates. 

The railroads point out that between January 1 and May 
31, 1938, the applicant transported more than 200,000 bushels 
of grain to Portland or Vancouver through the Bonneville 
navigation lock. That grain, the railroads said they had been 
informed, was brought to a landing on the Columbia River at 
Big Eddy, Ore., by a contract carrier. They asserted the grain 
originated within the territory from and to which joint water- 
rail rates had been established and except for this operation 
would have moved from point of origin to destination either by 
the all-rail route or by the water-rail route. They suggested 
that this was anamoly, the water carrier hauling grain on port- 
to-port rates which had been brought to it by a contract carrier 
from an area of origin covered by the joint rail-water rates. 


MARITIME LABOR BOARD 


President Roosevelt, July 7, appointed Robert W. Bruere 
of New York, who has been prominent in industrial relations 
work, to be chairman of the Maritime Labor Board created 
by the legislation enacted at the recent session of Congress. 
(See Traffic World, June 11, p. 1369.) At the same time he 
announced the appointment of Louis Bloch of California and 
Claude E. Seehorn of Colorado to be the two members of the 
three-man board. The salary of a board member is $10,000 
a year. The board is to have a life of three years, the part of 
the legislation pertaining to it being limited to three years 
after the passage of the act. The board, not later than March 
1, 1940, is to formulate a policy for the amicable settlement of 
labor disputes in the shipping industry and submit it to Con- 
gress and the President. 


July 9, 1938 





e 2 e e 
Shipping Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1938, by West Publishing Co.) 





(Supreme Court, Appellate Division, First Department.) 
Where ships from foreign countries upon arriving at piers in 
New York City, were met by oil barges transporting oil from 
refinery in New Jersey and oil was transferred to ship pur- 
suant to previous wireless orders, the sale of the oil was not 
taxable under the New York City Sales Tax since it was an 
“interstate transaction.” Loc. Laws 1934, p. 143, as amended. 
(Compagnie Generale Transatlantique vs. McGoldrick, City 
Comptroller.) 4 N. Y. Supp. (2d) 661.) 

Interstate transactions are not taxable by the state, and 
the city of New York, deriving its power from the state, has 
no greater right so to tax.—Ibid. 

Where fuel oil was shipped in barges from New Jersey 
refinery and immediately transferred to ships from foreign 
countries at piers in New York City, there was an entire and 
exclusive “interstate transaction” as respected city’s right to 
tax the sale. Loc. Laws 1934, p. 143, as amended.—Ibid. 

Steamships of a French corporation which were engaged 
in transporting passengers and freight between the United 
States and foreign countries, had no taxable situs in New 
York City, although the corporation was authorized to do 
business in the state.—Ibid. 

Where fuel oil was delivered in barges from New Jersey 
refinery, directly, to ships of French corporation immediately 
upon docking at piers in New York City, the interstate or 
foreign commerce was uninterrupted, and the sale was not 
taxable under the personal property tax law. Loc. Laws 
1934, p. 164.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Louisiana.) A lessee is not liable for 
the loss of the leased property by fire unless the owner proves 
that the loss was caused by some fault or negligence on the 
part of the lessee or of someone for whose fault or negligence 
the lessee is answerable. Rev. Civ. Code, arts. 2721, 2723. 
(Poydras Fruit Co., Inc., vs. Weinberger Banana Co., Inc., 
181 So. Rep. 452.) 


Under articles of the Civil Code of Louisiana, in a suit for 
damages, brought by the owner against a lessee of property 
destroyed by fire while in the possession of the lessee, the 
burden of proof is on the owner to show that there was fault 
or negligence on the part of the lessee or of someone for whose 
fault or negligence he is answerable; although, under articles 
of the Civil Code of France, in such cases, the burden of proof 
is on the lessee to show that there was no fault or negligence 
on his part. Rev. Civ. Code, arts. 2721, 2723.—Ibid. 


A bailee who fails to return the property according to the 
contract of bailment is liable to the bailor for the value of 
the property, unless the bailee shows that the property was 
lost or destroyed without any fault of negligence on his part; 
but, if the bailee shows that the property was destroyed by 
fire, and there is nothing in the showing to indicate fault or 
negligence, the burden of proof is on the bailor to show that 


there was fault or negligence on the part of the bailee.— 
Ibid. 


No presumption of fault or negligence on part of a char- 
terer of a vessel arises from mere fact that vessel is destroyed 
by fire while in his charge.—Ibid. 

A presumption of fault or negligence on part of charterer 
of a vessel destroyed by fire may arise where circumstances 
surrounding origin of fire are such that it would have been 
impossible or highly improbable for fire to occur without negli- 
gence on part of someone.—Ibid. 

When presumption of fault or negligence on part of a char- 
terer of a vessel arises, charterer sued for loss of vessel has 
duty to go forward with evidence to show that there was no 
fault or negligence on his part.—Ibid. 

In owner’s suit against charterer for loss of vessel de- 
stroyed by fire resulting from explosion occurring immediately 
after fireman had gone to engine room to light oil burner, 
circumstances indicated that explosion was caused by some 
act of fireman, and charterer therefore had burden of proving 
that there was no negligence on part of any officer or member 
of crew. Civ. Code, arts. 2721, 2723.—Ibid. 

In owner’s suit against charterer for loss of ship by fire 
resulting from explosion occurring immediately after fireman 
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went to engine room to light oil burner, evidence of negligence 
and incompetence on part of fireman was admissible to explain 
coincidence that explosion occurred immediately after fireman 
went to light oil burner, where captain’s report of origin of 
fire had indicated that it was caused by negligence of fireman. 
—Ibid. 

The charterer was liable to owner for loss of chartered 
ship destroyed by fire resulting from explosion which occurred 
immediately after fireman had been sent to engine room to 
light oil burner in fire box of boiler, in absence of any expla- 
nation of cause of explosion other than that it was apparently 
due to back fire from oil burner.—Ibid. 

In determining amount of owner’s loss as result of destruc- 
tion of ship while in possession of charterer, fact that ship was 
chartered for 3 months at $1,500 per month was not a criterion 
for estimating value of ship, where charterer was very much 
in need of a ship and no other ship so equipped was available. 
—Ibid. 

Seven thousand five hundred dollars for loss of 55-year-old 
chartered ship, which was 212 feet long and had gross tonnage 
of 847 tons, and which owner had been offering for sale for 
$10,000 was proper, where ship was so decrepit that she was 
not insurable nor eligible for classification.—Ibid. 


SPENT OIL CATALYST RATES 


The Wypenn Oil Co., Inc., Cleveland, O., in No. 492, has 
filed a complaint with the Maritime Commission against the 
Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc., alleging unjust and unreason- 
able rates in violation of section 18 of the shipping act, 1916, on 
animal oil or marine oil spent catalyst from its plant at Tacoma, 
Wash., to New York. Two shipments were made, and according 
to the complaint, rates of $1.85 and $2.05 were assessed. The 
complainant asserted that in the present tariff there was a 
rate of 57 cents a hundred pounds between the points mentioned 
on vegetable oil spent catalyst. The complaint further alleged 
that there was no difference in the value, appearance, char- 
acteristics or use between a vegetable oil spent catalyst and a 
marine oil spent catalyst, and that as they were synonymous 
products the same freight rate should prevail. Complainant 
asks a cease and desist order and a reparation of $1,675.91. 


INTERCOASTAL RATE INCREASES 


Saying that a proposed increase from 41 to 45 cents a 
hundred pounds on second hand tubes and pipe is unreasonable, 
excessive and not in line with the value of the material, the 
Rivoire Pipe & Tube Co., Inc., New York, has asked the Mari- 
time Commission to suspend*that proposal and retain the present 
rate of 41 cents as published in item 2085 of supplement No. 5 
to Joseph A. Wells, S. B.-I. No. 6. The proposed rate of 45 
cents, referred to as a B line rate, dated to become effective 
July 29, is a proposal made by the carrier in purported line with 
increases authorized by the commission for westbound ‘inter- 
coastal carriers (see Traffic World, June 25, p. 1477). The 
protestant said it felt that this increase in ocean freight rates 
placed a rate on its commodities beyond what it could reason- 
ably absorb and still have a trading profit. 


WATER CARRIER AGREEMENTS 


The following described action has been taken by the 
Maritime Commission on agreements filed pursuant to the 
provisions of section 15 of the shipping act, 1916, as amended: 


Agreements Approved 


6201 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company and Bull In- 
sular Lines, Inc., provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Virgin Island 
ports, with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

6217 between Pacific Argentine Brazil Line, Inc., and Bull Insular 
Line, Inc., provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills 
of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Virgin Island ports, 
with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

6218 between McCormick Steamship Company and Bull Insular Line, 
Inc., provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Virgin Island ports, 
with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

6234-1 between Bull Insular Line, Inc., Baltimore Insular Line, Inc., 
The New York and Porto Rico Steamship Company, Pacific-Atlantic 
Steamship Company (Quaker Line), American-Hawaiian Steamship 
Company, American Line Steamship Corporation—The Atlantic Trans- 
port Company of West Virginia (Panama Pacific Line), Luckenbach 
Steamship Company, Inc., Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., Sudden & 
Christenson (Arrow Line), Calmar Steamship Corporation, and Pacific 
Coast Direct Line, Inc., modifies agreement 6234 to add the name of 
Pacific Coast Direct Line, Inc., as a delivering carrier party thereto. 
Agreement 6234 provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from Puerto Rico to United States Pacific Coast ports, 
with transhipment at United States Atlantic Coast ports. 

6236-1 between Bull Insular Line, Inc., Baltimore Insular Line, Inc., 
Bermuda & West Indies Steamship Company, Ltd., American Caribbean 
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Line, Inc., Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker Line), Amer- 
ican-Hawaiian Steamship Company, American Line Steamship Corpora- 
tion—The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia (Panama 
Pacific Line), Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., Dollar Steamship 
Lines, Inc., Ltd., Sudden & Christenson (Arrow Line), Calmar Steam- 
ship Corporation, and Pacific Coast Direct Line, Inc., modifies agree- 
ment 6236 to add the name of Pacific Coast Direct Line, Inc., as a 
delivering intercoastal carrier party thereto. Agreement 6236 provides 
for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from the 
Virgin Islands to United States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment 
at United States Atlantic Coast ports. 

6238-2 between Bull Insular Line, Inc., The New York and Porto 
Rico Steamship Company, American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, 
American Line Steamship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Com- 
pany of West Virginia (Panama Pacific Line), Luckenbach Steamship 
Company, Inc., Sudden & Christenson (Arrow Line), and Dollar Steam- 
ship Lines, Inc., Ltd., modifies agreement 6238 to include the name of 
Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., as a delivering intercoastal carrier 
party thereto. Agreement 6238 provides for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from the Dominican Republic to United 
States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at United States Atlantic 
Coast ports. 

6267-1 between Koninklijke Nederlandsche Stoomboot Maatschappij 
N. V. (Royal Netherlands Steamship Company), Isthmian Steamship 
Company, American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, Pacific-Atlantic 
Steamship Company (Quaker Line), and States Steamship Company- 
California Eastern Line, Inc. (California-Eastern Line) modifies agree- 
ment 6267 to add the names of Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Company 
(Quaker Line) and States Steamship Company-California Eastern Line, 
Ine. (California-Eastern Line) as delivering carriers parties thereto. 
Agreement 6267 provides for the transportation of baled sisal under 
through bills of lading from Haitian ports to United States Pacific 
Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 

6303 between A. P. Moller (Maersk Line), The New York and Porto 
Rico Steamship Company, Baltimore Insular Line, Inc., and Bull In- 
sular Line, Inc., provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from China and Japan to Puerto Rican ports, with tran- 
shipment at New York or Baltimore. 


6316 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., American Export 
Lines, Inc., Fern Line (Joint Service of Fearnley & Eger and A. F. 
Klaveness & Co. A/S), ‘‘Italia’’ Societa Anonima di Navigazione (Italian 
Line), Linea Sud Americana, Inc., American-Hawaiian Steamship Com- 
pany, Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., and Pacific Coast Direct 
Line, Inc., provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills 
of lading from West Coast of Italy and Sicilian ports to United States 
Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at New York. 


6317 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, Luckenbach 
Steamship Company, Inc., Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker 
Line), Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., Panama Mail Steamship 
Company (Grace Line), Weyerhaeuser Steamship Company, Calmar 
Steamship Corporation, and Den Norske Amerikalinje A/S (Norwegian 
America Line) provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Bergen, Oslo, 
Trondhjem, Stavanger, and Christiansand South, Norway, and via such 
ports to other Norwegian destinations, with transhipment at New York. 

6319 between Grace Line, Inc., Luckenbach Steamship Company, 
Inc., Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker Line), and States 
Steamship Company-California Eastern Line, Inc. (California-Eastern 
Line), provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from Central America and West Coast of Mexico to United States 
Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at San Francisco or Los An- 
geles Harbor. 


Agreements Cancelled 


1397 between Quaker Line and Norwegian America Line, which has 
been superseded by 6317. 

1497, as amended, between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and 
Norwegian American Line, which has been superseded by 6317. 

1888 between Panama Pacific Line and Norwegian Line provides for 
the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from United 
States Pacific Coast ports to specified Norwegian ports, with tranship- 
ment at New York and at Oslo, Bergen, or Stavanger. 

2111 between Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., and Norwegian 
America Line, which has been superseded by 6317. 

2796 between Calmar Steamship Corporation and Norwegian Amer- 
ica Line, which has been superseded by 6317. 

2819, as amended, between Isbrandtsen-Moller Company, Inc.— 
Steamship Company Svendborg—Steamship Company of 1912 (Maersk 
Line) and Bull Insular Line, Inc., which has been superseded by 6303. 

3582 between Williams Steamship Corporation and Bull Insular Line, 
Inc., provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Virgin Island ports, 
with transhipment at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

3582-A between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company and Bull 
Insular Line, Inc., which has been superseded by 6201. 

3980 between Panama Mail Steamship Company (Grace Line) and 
Norwegian America Line, which has been superseded by 6317. 

4485 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company and Den 
Norske Amerikalinje A/S (Norwegian American Line), which has been 
superseded by 6317. 

5844 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., American Export 
Lines, Inc., ‘‘Italia’’ Societa Anonima di Navigazione (Italian Line), 
Linea Sud Americana, Inc., and American-Hawaiian Steamship Com- 
pany, which has been superseded by 6316. 


ESSENTIAL TRADE ROUTE 
The Maritime Commission has announced that the steam- 
ship route between United States ports and the Gulf of Mexico 
and the West Indies and the East Coast of Colombia has been 
designated as an essential trade route under the provisions of 
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the merchant marine act. This service is now operated by the 
Lykes Bros. Ripley Steamship Company, Inc., which maintains 
weekly and fortnightly sailings on the route from Galveston, 
Houston, Lake Charles, Port Arthur and Beaumont to the Do- 
minican Republic, Haiti, Puerto Rico, the Canal Zone, east 


coast of Colombia and Cuba, said the commission in its an- 
nouncement. 


MONEY FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS 
The Secretary of War has approved an allotment of $360,- 
000 for Southwest Pass and South Pass, Mississippi River, La. 
That allotment, according to a War Department statement, will 
inaugurate work, which, it is estimated, will total $2,054,000 
to complete the existing project for those two passes, as recom- 
mended by a special board of officers. 


HARBOR IMPROVEMENT ALLOTMENTS 


The President has approved a WPA project at Wilming- 
ton, Calif., for harbor improvement, estimated to cost $45,000. 
A grant of $20,250 has been made. 


M. C. ARGUMENT 


The Maritime Commission has announced that oral argu- 
ment on exceptions to the proposed report in No. 465, in the 
matter of Dollar-Matson agreements (agreements Nos. 1253 
and 1253-1) will be heard at 10 o’clock a. m., July 13, in room 
2062, Department of Commerce building. 


SHIP SALE BID OPENING 


The Maritime Commission has postponed from July 15 
until July 20 the time for opening bids for the purchase or 
charter of the American Republics Line which will operate 
the three express liners in the new service between New York 
and the east coast of South America which will be established 
early in September. (See Traffic World, June 19, p. 1429.) 

Explaining the postponement, Vice-Chairman Woodward, 
of the commission, said that it was done principally to permit 
prospective bidders to study various amendments to the invita- 
tion for bids and to prepare and submit alternative proposals for 
the charter of the ships either on September 1, the date orig- 
inally advertised, or on January 1, 1939. 


USED ON A PIONEER STEAM FERRY BOAT, BUILT BY ROBERT 
FULTON IN 1808, WERE MADE BY PAUL REVERE, WHO HAD DISCOVERED 
AND PERFECTED A METHOD OF ROLLING COPPER INTO LARGE SHEETS. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practicai 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Tariff Interpretation—Transit—Exchange of Transit Tonnage 
by Shipper 


lowa.—Question: Can you give me reference to any Inter- 
state Commerce Commission or court decision reported in the 
Traffic World, or elsewhere, supporting the contention that a 
shipper cannot withdraw from a transit application once used 
when he finds it to his advantage to substitute therefore, 
through claim channels, some other application such as local 
rate and local minimum weight? 

Answer: In its decision in Lindsley Brothers Co. vs. Great 
Northern Railway Co., 113 I. C. C. 166 this question was con- 
sidered by the Commission. The Commission held that transit 
is optional and that when charges made by the use of transit 
are higher than the charges at the full local rate from transit 
point to final destination, the shipper can elect to pay the lower 
charges, but that where he has elected to take advantage of 
transit the rates applicable under the application of the transit 
tariff must be applied. 


Damages—Delay in Transportation 


Ohio.—Question: I will appreciate very much if you will 
give me a reference to any court or commission decision, and 
your own opinion with respect to the following question: 

A shipment moving from “A” to “B” under a published 
schedule of the carrier for two days’ service—the shipment 
does not arrive on the second day and the shipper has expense 
in long distance telephone and Western Union wires trying 
to locate it. The assistant general freight agent of the carrier 
advises the shipper that the car was carried beyond the junc- 
tion point where it should have been set off, and was in a 
classified yard at “C,” and it would take two days more to 
get it back to destination. 

Shipper advised the assistant general freight agent that 
consignee would have to close his plant down due to the failure 
of this shipment to arrive on the second day, and the assistant 
general freight agent advised the shipper to send sufficient of 
the commodity via his own truck to the consignee, and that the 
railroad would stand the truck expense on account of their 
failure to deliver the original car within the published time 
of two days. 


The carrier now refuses to pay the trucking expense. Is 
the carrier bound by the instructions of the assistant general 
freight agent, and can the shipper recover? 

Answer: In its decision in C. & A. vs. Kirby, 225 U. S. 155, 
32 S. Ct. 648, the Supreme Court of the United States held 
that a carrier may not, except under a tariff which provides 
for rates based upon deliveries within a specified time, con- 
tract to deliver goods at a specified time. This case does not, 
however, hold that a carrier may not be held liable in dam- 
ages, either ordinary or special, for unreasonable delay to 
goods, but it does hold that except under proper tariff pro- 
visions a contract to deliver within a specified time is void, 
as constituting discrimination in favor of a particular shipper. 
Therefore, inasmuch as an action against the carrier neces- 
sarily must be based upon a contract to make delivery at a 
specified time, the decision in C. & A. R. R. vs. Kirby, 225 
U. S. 155, 32 S. Ct. 648, would preclude a recovery of dam- 
ages, unless in using the term “published schedule” you have 
reference to a publication filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

The most usual element of damages for delay in trans- 
portation is the difference between the market value of the 
goods shipped at the time and place the delivery should have 
been made and their market value at the time when delivery 
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was, in fact, made. Spalding vs. Chicago, etc., R. Co. (Mo.), 
73 S. W. 274; Gulf, etc., R. Co. vs. Wortham (Tex.), 154 S. W. 
1071. 

Damages recoverable for delay in transportation must be 
such as might reasonably have been contemplated by the par- 
ties at the time the contract of shipment was made, and special 
damages for delay are recoverable only in case the shipper, at 
or before the time he tendered his goods for shipment, informed 
the carrier of the special circumstances which rendered the 
prompt transportation and delivery of the goods at their des- 
tination necessary. 

Unless the carrier be made aware by the shipper, at the 
time of shipment, of the urgency and the circumstances that 
require unusual dispatch in transportation, it cannot be pre- 
sumed to know the facts, the existence and knowledge of which 
upon its part present the legal status upon which its liability 
for more than ordinary damages can be predicated. In every 
instance the shipper has it within his power to protect himself 
against all damages, both general and special, caused by de- 
lays in shipment, by giving notice to the carrier when the con- 
tract is made. If he fails to avail himself of this privilege he 
must suffer the consequences of his own neglect. Dunne vs. 
St. Louis, etc., R. Co. (Mo.), 148 S. W. 997; San Antonio, etc., 
R. Co. vs. Houston Packing Co. (Tex.), 167 S. W. 228; Pac. 
Express Co. vs. Jones (Texas), 113 S. W. 952. 

In the event that there is a tariff provision for the two 
days’ service, it is our opinion that recovery of the amount 
of the trucking charge may be had, in that this was an expense 
incurred by the owner of the goods on account of negligent 
delay on the part of the carrier in delivering them at their 
destination. Such necessary expenses are recoverable in ac- 
cordance with the well settled principle that one who is in- 
jured by the negligence of another is bound to use all reason- 
able means at his command to lessen the damages which would 
otherwise result from such negligence, in the instant case the 
shutting down of the plant. 

The recovery of such damages is not, in our opinion, de- 
pendent upon the statements of the assistant general freight 
agent of the carrier. However, in that connection, see our 
answer to Minnesota, page 1433 of the June 18, 1938, Traffic 
World, under the caption, “Agency—Settlement of Claims by 
Claim Agent.” 


Tariff Interpretation—Transit—Circuitous Routes 


lowa.—Question: I would greatly appreciate your opinion 
on the following matter involving the proper application of 
Agent Kipp’s 352B, I. C. C. A2853 and Agent Kipp’s 271F, 
I. C. C. A2799. 

A short time ago an attempt was made to ship a twenty- 
ton mixed car of plaster and plasterboard to Aberdeen, S. D. 
It was intended that the car be stopped in transit at Flandreau, 
S. D., to partly unload and the route chosen was C. G. W. to 
Mason City, Ia., thence C. M. St. P. & P. to Aberdeen via 
Flandreau. 

The expert opinion ruled that the stopover could not be 
made at Flandreau on account of the wording of Item 100A 
of Supplement 11 to Kipp’s W. T. L. 271F, authough I under- 
stand the interested carriers, at least one of them, felt that 
the through commodity rate could be protected routed via 
Flandreau. 

Item 550A of Supplement 1 to Kipp’s 352B also contains 
rates on 40 ton cars of plaster via certain restricted routes 
to Duluth, Minn. It is my understanding that carriers apply 
the 18c rate applying on 40-ton cars of plaster to such towns 
as Hastings and Redwing, Minn., on account of their being 
intermediate to Duluth, Minn., when routed F. D. S. C. M. St. 
P. & P. via Huxley or Rockwell City and Sabula. The same 
expert opinion mentioned in paragraph 3 rules the applica- 
tion of the 18c rate to Hastings and Redwing is perfectly proper. 
This in spite of the fact that the mileage on the C. M. St. P. 
& P. via Huxley and Sabula Junction over Hastings and Red- 
wing is in the neighborhood of 633 miles and exceeds the short 
tariff route by more than 150 per cent, which is the maximum 
circuity permitted under fourth section order 12510. 

Some of the carriers parties to Agent Kipp’s 352B publish 
routing guides that must be applied when and after ship- 
ments reach their rails, but in the case of the carriers that 
do not stipulate that routes over their lines are restricted, 
how is a shipper to know how a shipment would move since 
it is apparent if the above mentioned opinion is correct as ap- 
plied in paragraph 4, that no attention need be paid to shortest 
mileages between junction points. 

It is my understanding that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission requires that shippers be able to readily determine 
routes as well as rates from published tariffs. Then why should 
it be necessary to contact general freight agents as has been 
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done by some shippers in the past, in an effort to determine 
whether or not certain points would be considered intermediate 
on certain lines when trying to apply routes in W. T. L. 352B 
and stopover privileges in W. T. L. 271F mentioned in pre- 
ceding paragraphs. 

There must be a correct and incorrect interpretation of 
these tariffs as regards routings and stopover privileges, and it 
would seem if out-of-line points were not specifically provided 
for in section 2 of the stopover tariff; then any point at 
which a car could be stopped would have to be directly inter- 
mediate via the shortest mileage between junction point and 
destination. 


Answer: In our opinion the principle of the Commission’s 
decision in Jonesville Mining Co. vs. New York Central R. Co., 
109 I. C. C. 601 and Jonesville Mining Co. vs. Wabash Ry. Co., 
136 I. C. C. 184, is applicable to the facts set forth. The Com- 
mission therein held that where neither the tariffs publishing 
the joint through rate from origin to destination nor the transit 
tariff carries restrictions as to routing, transit may be had on 
the basis of the through rate on shipments moving via the 
circuitous route. In the former case the Commission said: 


We have frequently found that rates between any given points, 
where no restrictions are made as to routing, apply over all routes 
of the carriers parties to the tariff naming the rates, whether such 
routes are circuitous or not, if there be no back haul. Likewise 
transit arrangements applicable in connection with such rates. Where 
no special restriction as to transit is contained in the tariff, are co- 
extensive with the routes over which the rates apply, provided routes 
are not employed which necessitate a back haul. 


Tariff Interpretation—Switching Charges 


Pennsylvania.—Question: It will be appreciated if you will 
furnish an answer to the following question. 


A carload shipment was made from point “A” to point “B” 
via two railroads—roads “X” and “Y.” At point “B” railroad 
“y” has reciprocal switching with railroad “Z.” Also, there 
is an agreement in effect between railroads “Y” and “Z” that 
a certain section of point “B” is open to either railroad, but 
not covered by any tariff, whereby either railroad can accept 
or deliver freight regardless of who owns the tracks. 


The question is—could railroad “Y” legally make delivery 
without extra charge, either reconsignment or switching, to 
railroad “Z” tracks in the so-called open section, when bill of 
lading and waybill read via railroads “X” and “Y,” also for 
any other siding located at point “B” that would require de- 
livery by railroad “Z.” 

Answer: Except under trackage arrangement between car- 
riers Y and Z, under which delivery may be made by either 
carrier on the tracks of either carrier, a switching charge must 
be made against the shipper by either carrier, unless there is 
provision for the absorption of the switching charge. A car- 
rier may not perform a switching service, except under a law- 
fully published tariff provision and must assess its switching 
charge when it performs a switching charge for account of 
the shipper. 


Whether a reconsignment charge is assessable depends 
upon whether a reconsignment service has been performed. 
Your inquiry contains no facts indicating that a reconsignment 
service is performed in the delivery of shipments at the point 
in question. 


Damages—Delay in Transportation 


California.—Question: Referring to your card of May 31, 
and your answer in the June 4 issue of the Traffic World. 

I have read your answer with interest, but it is too vague 
to be of any value. In several places you have used the term 
“market value,” which I would like to have defined. 

The United States Department of Agriculture Market News 
Service, publish a quotation on fresh produce, but this quota- 
tion represents the average for the day’s business on all brands 
of any particular market, and cannot possibly represent the 
market value of any particular brand. The carriers and ship- 
pers use these market reports in the absence of any better 
information to establish market value, but if we have a proven 
loss, do we have to accept these market reports as establish- 
ing the market value on our particular shipments ? 


Has there been any rule laid down in any decision as to 
just how the market value should be determined? 

Answer: A carrier is not an insurer of the delivery of a 
shipment at a specified time, except under published tariff 
provisions and is only liable for unreasonable delay. Further- 
more, as we stated in our answer to which you refer, spec’al 
damages, i. e., damages other than those resulting from a 
decline in the market value which would include such damages 
as you have suffered due to the refusal of the goods by the 
consignee, are not recoverable in the absence of notice to the 
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carrier at the time the shipment was tendered to it for trans- 
portation that such damages would result from unreasonable 
delay on the part of the carrier in the transportation of the 
goods. 

We have been unable to locate decisions of the courts 
which precisely and under all circumstances define the term 
“market value.” See, however, International & G. N. R. Co. 
vs. Parke, 169 S. W. 397; O’Gara vs. Alsworth, 83 N. Y. S. 120. 

In the instant case if you can show a market value for 
the goods in excess of the average market value for such goods, 
it is our opinion that recovery may be had on the basis of such 
market value. 


State Versus Interstate Traffic 


New York.—Question: We would appreciate your views on 
the following situation involving an interpretation of the Motor 
Carrier Act, 1935. 

A shipper located in Michigan ships a carload of merchan- 
dise consigned to a chain store in Pennsylvania. The shipper’s 
bill of lading shows the consignee as “XYZ Grocery Company, 
point A, Pennsylvania,” and, as far as the railroad is concerned 
point A is the termination of the movement. However, when 
the car arrives at the freight station in A, the shipper issues 
orders to a hired truckman to back his trucks into the car 
and distribute its contents to the various stores of the XYZ 
Grocery Company located in the state of Pennsylvania. Some 
of the stores are located in point A and others are located in 
other towns in the same state. 

The question that arises is whether the truckman in trans- 
porting the merchandise as ordered by the consignee is com- 
pleting an interstate movement, or whether he is engaged 
solely in intrastate commerce and, therefore, not subject to 
regulation under the Motor Carrier Act. 

Answer: Where there is an original and continuing inten- 
tion that the goods shall move through from point of origin to 
an interstate destination or to a foreign destination, the trans- 
portation is interstate or foreign commerce in character. 

It is not the method of transportation but the continuity 
of the movement from a point in one state to a point in an- 
other state which determines whether traffic is interstate. See 
B. & O. R. Co. vs. Settle, 260 U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28, and Hug:.e. 
Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Minnesota, 272 U. S. 469, 47 S. Ct. 170. 

Ordinarily, unless at the time a shipment moved from 
point of origin, the final destination has been fixed as the 
second destination point, the movement under a new bill of 
lading from the original destination to a point in the same 
state is not an interstate movement. The intention of the 
parties at the time the shipment moves from point of origin 
governs and not the subsequent disposition of the shipment 
after its arrival at its original destination. Sinclair Refining 
Co. vs. F. W. & R. G. Co., 148 I. C. C. 582; C. M. & St. P. Ry. 
Co. vs. Iowa, 233 U. S. 334, 34 S. Ct. 592; B. & O. S. W. R. R. 
Co. vs. Settle, 260 U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28; A. C. L. Ry. Co. vs. 
Standard Oil Co., 275 U. S. 257, 48 S. Ct. 107. 

I there is an existing and continuing intention at the time 
the shipment is delivered to the carrier at point of origin, to 
make a through shipment to the final destination thereof, and 
the shipment does not come to rest prior to the final truck 
haul, under the Commission’s decisions in Tampa Fuel Co. vs. 
A. C. L., 43 I. C. C. 231; International Agricultural Corp. vs. 
Director-General, 74 I. C. C. 726; Du Pont de Nemours & Co. 
vs. Director-General, 74 I. C. C. 191; Germain Co. vs. L. & N., 
85 I. C. C. 449; Schloss & Kahn Grocery Co. vs. L. & N., 95 
I. C. C. 618; Hammersly Mfg. Co. vs. Erie R. R. Co., 126 I. C. C. 
491, 148 I. C. C. 47 (affirmed in United States vs. Erie, 280 
U. S. 98, 50 S. Ct. 51), the interstate rate is applicable for the 
truck haul. 


Delivery by Carrier—What Constitutes 


Wisconsin.—Question: Will you please advise us what con- 
stitutes placement of cars on private tracks in Missouri on 
interstate shipments? 

If there has been a Supreme Court of Missouri decision 
covering this point, please furnish us with the citation. 

Answer: We are unable to locate a decision of the Supreme 
Court of Missouri, but in Kingman-St. Louis Implement Co. 
vs. Southern Ry. Co., 133 Mo. A 317, 112 S. W. 721, it was 
held that delivery to a consignee’s private tracks is a suf- 
ficient delivery to release the carrier from liability as such as 
to the cars delivered; that this is so although the delivery 
was subject to the right of inspection; that such a delivery 
places the cars under the dominion of the consignee and the 
carrier, thereafter, has no right to interfere with that dominion 
unless on inspection the consignee rejected the cars and noti- 
fied the carrier of that fact. 

The above decision is that of the Missouri Court of Ap- 
peals, the decisions of which courts are, we understand, in cer- 
tain cases final. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





The Traffic Club of Racine, Wis., held a golf outing at the 
Racine Country Club June 30. Its next golf outing will be 
held at the Meadowbrook Country Club September 15. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a golf outing at the 
Park Ridge Country Club, Park Ridge, Ill., July 15. Dinner 
will be served. On August 9 it will hold a golf outing, at 
which there will be special prizes for non-resident members, at 
Glen Oak Country Club, Glen Ellyn, Ill. There will also be a 
special fathers’ and sons’ event on that day. The final golf 
outing of the season, at which the play will be for the club 
championship, will be held at the Calumet Country Club, 
Homewood, Ill., September 8. E. V. Murphy is chairman of 
the club’s sports and pastimes committee, which has charge of 
these affairs. 





Katherine Beck, Baltimore and Ohio, has been elected presi- 
dent of the Women’s Traffic Club of 
Pittsburgh. Others elected to serve 
with her include the following: First 
vice-president, Myrtle L. Deeley, Pitts- 
burgh and Lake Erie; second vice- 
president, Clarice Murphy, Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad; recording secretary, 
Virginia Zirckel, Southern Pacific; cor- 
responding secretary, Margaret H. Fos- 
ter, Keystone Traffic Bureau; treasurer, 
Helen Hookey, Pittsburgh and Lake 
Erie; members of the board of direc- 
tors, Lorna Whitehouse, Western Elec- 
tric and Manufacturing Company; 
Margaret Lemmon, Railway Express 
Agency; Anne Lazor, Lazor Travel 
Bureau; Margaret Webster, Famous 
Stores. At a meeting of the board, 
subsequent to the election, Sara J. Martin, Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, holdover member, was elected chairman. 





Lee Raymond has been elected president and Larry Spence 
secretary of the Tuesday traffic forum of the Pacific Traffic 
Association of San Francisco. 


The annual picnic of the Portland Industrial Traffic Club 
will be held at Carver Park, Carver, Ore., July 10. Scheduled 
events include a shipper-carrier baseball game, races and games 
and a bathing beauty contest. Refreshments will be served. 


Charles Bart Fordham, newly 
elected president of the Winston-Salem, 
N. C., Traffic Club, received his educa- 
tion in the public schools of Winston- 
Salem and in business college. He 
began his career in transportation in 
1917 as a telephone clerk in the freight 
office of the Norfolk and Western at 
Winston-Salem. After serving for five 
years in that position and as rate clerk 
in the same office, he went with the 
Southern Railway as clerk in the com- 
mercial agent’s office. In 1925 he was 
promoted to be freight traffic repre- 
sentative for the Southern Pacific and 
in 1937 he was appointed d'vision 
freight agent at Winston-Salem, which 
position he now holds. 








; The following have been elected to serve on the nominat- 
ing committee of the Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club 
of New Orleans: Aline Duhon, Aluminum Line; Evelyn Burt, 
Weil Brothers Cotton Agency; Marie Cronan, Lloyd Bresileiro 
Line; Elizabeth O’Byrne, Southern Railway, and Marguerite 
White, Lypes Brothers-Ripley Line. The committee will make 
- —— at the club’s September meeting when officers will 
e elected. 





The Traffic Club of Cleveland has elected the following 
officers: President John B. Sanford, general traffic manager, 
Sherwin-Williams Company; first vice-president, Ralph H. 
Hanson, general agent, Lehigh Valley Railroad; second vice- 
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president, William A. Ruehl, traffic manager, incandescent 
lamp department, General Electric Company; secretary, Joseph 
C. O’Boyle, general agent, Wabash Railway; treasurer, T. P. 
Lippert, general traffic manager, Motor Express Company; 
members of the board of directors, A. M. Tesnow, traffic man- 
ager, White Motor Company; E. H. Kracker, traffic repre- 
sentative. E. I. du Pont de Nemours and Company; E. F. 
Mulac, traffic manager, Draper Manufacturing Company; Wil- 
lard Adamson, general agent, Northern Pacific; H. E. Saumby, 
general agent, Chicago and North Western; S. H. Gorbett, so- 
licitor, Lakewood Storage Company; W. R. Parker, general 
agent, Toledo, Peoria and Western. 





Ethel Child Walton, lecturer and instructor, spoke on 
“Charm in Everyday Life” at_a-megéting of-the Women’s Traffic 


Club of Los Angeles mpm Papi ric PRldine July 6. 
The pastimes committee of thewhimjor draffic Club of Chi- 
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cago, of which A. J. att, al agent, Chicago Tunnel 
Company, is chairman, ‘h KOIKE pines GE Gece an- 
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Ind., July 17. —— wi special train over 
the Pennsylvania Railroad) Among the spécial feagures will 
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tained by John Middleton, Pioneér Company, and 
a team of carrier representatives, y Harold Gray, Erie 
Railroad; a prize contest for the best amateur photograph 
taken on the trip, and a barbecue dinner. 





The Omaha Traffic Club will hold a dinner meeting at the 
Omaha Athletic Club July 21. There will be a baseball game 
and swimming. 





The Traffic Club of Erie,Pa., will hold a golf outing at the 
Lake Shore Golf Club July 21. Dinner will be served. Walter 
J. Adams is chairman of the committee on arrangements. 
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Digest of New Complaints 
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No. 28039, Sub. No. 1, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Com- 
merce for Suhling & Co., Inc., vs. N. & W. et al. 

Refusal of carriers to grant transit privileges on leaf tobacco 
at Lynchburg, Va., in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue 
preference alleged being for points named in Southern Railway 
I. C. C. A-10492, where such privileges are allowed; and unduly 
prejudicial against- other commodities. Asks establishment of 
transit privileges at Lynchburg. (W. G. Burnette, 209 Lynch 
Bldg., Lynchburg, Va.) 

No. 28054, S. S. Steiner, Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. Northern Pacific 
et al. 

Rates and charges, hops and/or flowers, dried, points in Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, Washington, Wisconsin and Minnesota, to St. 
Paul, Minn., in violation of sections 1, 3 and 6, the violation of 
section 3 alleged to consist of the imposition of a rate of $1.75 
instead of a rate of $1.58, the latter applicable on flowers, dried, 
from and to the points mentioned in the complaint. Asks repara- 
tion for the difference between the two rates mentioned. (Earl 
W. Cox, 110 West Eleventh St., Los Angeles, Calif.) 

No. 28056, Cornelius Bros., Ltd., et al., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. South- 
ern Pacific. 

Charges on livestock from points in mountain-Pacific, western 
trunk line and southwestern territories to Los Angeles and other 
California destinations made in connection with stoppage for 
feed, water and rest in compliance with federal or state laws and 
at request of shipper and/or carriers convenience, unjust and un- 
reasonable in violation of section 1. Ask reparation. (Alex. Gould, 
3351 Sunnynook Drive, Los Angeles, Calif.) 

No. 28055, Increases on Texas freight rates and charges. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission on complaint of 
carriers as to intrastate rates required by orders of the Texas 
commission to be kept on a level lower than the level of inter- 
state rates authorized by the Commission in Ex Parte 123. Car- 
riers ask an order requiring Texas intrastate rates to be brought 
up to the interstate level. 

No. 28057, Richfield Oil Corporation of New York vs. Central of New 
Jersey et ai. 

Rate, gasoline, Bayonne, N. J., to Wilkes-Barre, Pa., in violation 
of sections 2 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for com- 
peting distributors by reason of a lower rate accorded them by 
the Central of New Jersey and the Lehigh Valley. Asks repara- 
tion. (R. R. Hooper, 19 West Fiftieth St., New York, N. Y.) 





The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—iItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change In 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


July 11—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 10297 and MC 67581—Applications of Capitol Motor Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., Exerett, Mass., for certificate and permit. 
July 11—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Naefe: 
MC 3730—Application of Phillip J. Kane, Inc., New Bedford, Mass., 
for certificate or permit. 
MC 51002—Application of Stone & Ross, Inc., Waltham, Mass., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 2449—Application of Phillip J. Kane, Inc., New Bedford, Mass., 
for certificate. 
July 11—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Joint Board 70: 
MC 10297, Sub. 1—Application of Capitol Motor Transportation Co., 
Inc., Everett, Mass., for certificate to extend operations. 


July 11—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner McCaslin: 


1. & S. M-370—Cotton, machinery and wrapping paper between N. C. 
and Va. 


July 11—Chicago, !!!.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
28017—Gallagher and Ascher, Inc., et al. vs. A. G. S. et al. 
July 11—Chicago, I!1.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Trezise: 


26558—-Midland Electric Coal Corporation vs. C. & N. W. et al. 

26711—Northern Illinois CoaI Corporation vs. Alton et al. 

26677—-Bell & Zoller Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 

26585—United Electric Coal Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 

26719—Fifth and Ninth Districts Coal Traffic Bureau vs. A. & E. et al. 

26685—Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. A. & E. et al. 

21020—Traffic Bureau, Davenport Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. & E. et al. 


July 11—Eimira, N. Y.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Tyers: 
MC 43318—Application of W. C. Stevens, Elmira, N. Y., for certificate. 


July 11—Helena, Mont.—State Com.—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 590—Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., merger, Montana Motor 
Freight Co. 


July 11—Idaho Falls, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 269 and 29: 
MC 11602—Application of Murray Baum, Ashton, Ida., for permit. 
MC 90592—Application of U. G. Daniels, Victor, Ida., for certificate 
or permit. 
MC 92029—Application of Glenn A. Pickett, Idaho Falls, Ida., for 
certificate or permit. 


July 11—Nashville, Tenn.—State Com.—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 159, Sub. 2—Application of Jack Wehby Motor Express, Nash- 
ville, Tenn., for permit to extend operations. 
MC 74718, Sub. 1—Application of Adkins Transfer Co., 
Tenn., for certificate to extend operations. 


July 11—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Cunningham: 
1. & S. M-350—Rocky Mountain Lines, Inc., rates over. 
July 11—Phoenix, Ariz.—State Com.—Joint Board 129: 
MC 30607, Sub. 1—Application of Santa Fe Trail Stages, Inc., Wichita, 
Kan., for certificate to extend operations. 


July 11—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Joint Board 45: 
MC 74645—Application of St. Johns Motor Express Co., Portland, Ore., 
for certificate. 
July 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cheseldine: 
Fourth Section Application 17320—Pig lead to Richmond, Va. 
July 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Leasure and Bartoo: 
Air mail docket 17—Air mail rates for route No. 2. 
Air mail docket 30—Transcontinental & Western Air, Inc., rate re- 
view 1935-1936. 
Air mail docket 36—In re rates for Transcontinental & Western Air, 
Inc. 
July 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
. 1. & S. 4496—All freight between Readville, Mass., and Harlem River. 
July 11—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Bardwell: 
* 27994—Jeddo-Highland Coal Co. vs. Lehigh Valley et al. 


July 11—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Jt. Bds. 3 and 119: 

MC 71967—Application of Fulton Bus Co., Inc., Jersey City, N. J., 
for certificate. 

MC 56582—Application G. and V. Phillips, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56611—Application of B. & P. Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 13520—Application of Paulmaur Transportation Co., Inc., Jersey 
City, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 21392—Application of Anthony G. & Fred Habermann Bus Co., 
Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 21404—Application of Harford Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., 
for certificate. ; 

MC 51256—Application of Irvan Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 51262—Application of J. S. Bus Corporation, Inc., Bayonne, N 
J., for certificate. 

MC 51263—Application of J. R. M. Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
eertificate. 
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MC 56559—Application of South Hudson County Boulevard Bus Own- 
ers Association, Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56561—Application of Gloria Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56562—Application S. and B. Kowalski, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56563—Application of Casper Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56564—Application of R. J. S. and A. L. Z. Bus Corporation, 
Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56565—Application P. and A. Shovlin, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56566—Application of Daquila Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., 
for certificate. 

MC 56567—Application A. Monahan, Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56568—Application of Standard Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., 
for certificate. 

MC 56569—Application of Pagach Bus Corp., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56570—Application P. Regan, Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56571—Application J., G., and S. DeLuca, Bayonne, certificate. 

MC 56572—Application of B-6 Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56573—Application of Bee Five Bus Co., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56574—Application of M. & J. Bus Co., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56575—Application A. Levy and S. Tucker, Bayonne, certificate. 

MC 56576—Application of Morris Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56577—Application of Leavey Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., 
for certificate. 

MC 56578—Application F. Polakowski, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56579—Application of Ellis Bus Corp., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56580—Application of Marmer Bus Corp., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56581—Application of P. Z. Bus Co., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56583—Application of B. & M. Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56584—Applin. J. Liberton and L. Rozzetti, Bayonne, certificate. 

MC 56585—Application of John Wojcik, Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56586—Application J. B. Ross and R. Mauro, Bayonne, certificate. 

MC 56587—Application W. Polera and F. Dorio, Bayonne, certificate. 

MC 56588—Application W. J. Bays, Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56589—Application of Kukowski and Sons, Inc., Bayonne, N. J., 
for certificate. 

MC 56590—Application of Scerbo Bus Co., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56591—Application of S. & A. Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., 
for certificate. 

MC 56592—Application of A. and C. Sorrentino, Bayonne, certificate. 

MC 56593—Application of Saffron Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56594—Application H. Esposito, Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56595—Application of B Eleven Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56596—Application of Dreyer & Heinemann Bus Co., Inc., 
onne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56597—Application of J. and H. Dvorin, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56598—Application of P. and J. Costa, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56599—Application of Preis Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56600—Application of Bee Eight Bus Co., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56601—Application J. and G. Domenico, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56602—Application of Friedman Transportation Co., Bayonne, N. 
J., for certificate. 

MC 56603—Application of John Moskal, Bayonne, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 56604—Application D. Raimondo, Inc., Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56605—Application of Sostman Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., 
for certificate. 

——— of Peninsula Bus Co., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 56607—Applin. E. Eldridge and D. Sullivan, Bayonne, certificate. 

MC 56608—Application W. Prime, Bayonne, N. J., certificate. 

MC 56609—Applicaton of Dorby Bus Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

MC 56610—Application of Ramo Bus Corporation, Bayonne, N. J., for 
certificate. 

— eee of Silver Bus Co., Bayonne, N. J., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 59962—Application of Molmar Bus Transportation Corporation. 
Jersey City, N. J., for certificate. 

MC 60219—Application of M. S. Boulevard Bus Co., Inc., 
N. J., for certificate. 


July 12—Ashland, Ky.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Burslem: 
28035—M. D. Friedman Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. 


July 12—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Naefe and Jt. Bds. 

189 and 69: 

MC 30359—Application of W. A. Sabins & Son, Taunton, Mass., for 
certificate or permit. 

MC 88068—Application of Stanley Furgat, Bellows Falls, Vt., for per- 
mit. 

MC 88122—Application of Walter H. Dolan, Old Town, Me., for cer- 
tificate. 

MC 88830—Application of Whitman Bus Lines, Andover, Mass., for 
certificate. 

MC 43144, Sub. 1—Application of W. A. Sabins & Son, Taunton, 
Mass., for certificate to extend operations. 
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Recreation 


Favored by climate and natural 
recreational advantages, the 
territory served by the Great 
Northern Railway is America’s 

™ preferred vacation country— 
[4 making the “tourist trade” a 
substantial business. To foster 
this industry, the Great North- 
— ern Railway not only advertises 
5‘ - vacation attractions to the 
>. : * ° 3 
oa nation and provides luxurious 
x air-conditioned trains to trans- 
port visitors but hauls innu- 
™~ =a merable carloads of necessary 
Bae equipment and supplies as well. 
be Adhering to its policy of active 
cooperation, this great trans- 
continental railway constantly 
improves its service—and on its 
record of daily performance 


solicits your shipping and travel 
business. 


& 


Trail Riders at Grinnell Lake—Glacier National Park 


toute of the EMPIRE BUILDER 


SEE YOUR GREAT NORTHERN AGENT FOR FREIGHT AND TRAVEL SERVICE 


CQVANCOUVER , B.C. Q) WINNIPEG 
eT YANN 0).145 


DULUTH 


PORTLAND MINNEAPOLIS “AOD 
BIEBERCW ST. PAUL 
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Personal Notes 





Thomas Hart Pindell, president of the Alton and Southern 
since December 1936, was elected chairman of that railroad’s 
board of directors June 30. James Davis, vice-president, was 
elected president to succeed him. Raymond Durley, general 
manager, was advanced to the post of vice-president in charge 
of maintenance and operation, and Frances C. Crowley was 
elected assistant treasurer. 

The Chesapeake and Ohio has closed its Houston, Texas, 
office and transferred Oscar A. Anthony, district passenger 
agent, to Dallas, Texas. J. R. Scott, city passenger agent at 
Cincinnati, O., has been transferred to Richmond, Va., and 
D. W. Bennington, district passenger agent at Kansas City, 
Mo., has been moved to Cincinnati as city passenger agent to 
succeed Mr. Scott. 

Karl H. Suder has been appointed freight traffic manager 
for the Akron, Canton and Youngstown at Akron, O. 

F. S. Hollands has been appointed acting traffic manager 
for the Standard Oil Company of Indiana at Chicago. 

E. Benton Fehr, for several years assistant traffic manager 
for George’s Transportation Company and the American Dis- 
tilling Company, has been appointed traffic manager for the 
Ruppert Brewery, New York City. 

L. A. Jones has been appointed commercial agent for the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway at Fort Myers, Fla. 

W. Herbert Maybaum has been appointed Pacific Coast 
passenger traffic manager for the United States Lines at San 
Francisco Cal., succeeding Leo E. Archer, who retired after 40 
years of service. G. H. Nickerson has been appointed general 
passenger agent at Los Angeles, Cal., to succeed Mr. May- 
baum, and A. H. Beisel has been appointed general passenger 
agent at Seattle, Wash. 

George F. Graham, a member of the law firm of Norman, 
Quirk and Graham, a practitioner before the Commission, died 
of heart disease at his residence in Washington, D. C., July 3, 
age 55 years. Before entering the practice of law Mr. Graham 
was a member of the examiner’s staff of the Commission. 

E. A. Whitman has been appointed chief operating officer 
of the Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co. 
His appointment became effective July 1. 

Ronald A. Shadburne, chief clerk to W. V. Hardie, director 
of the Commission’s Bureau of Traffic, has resigned that posi- 
tion to become traffic analyst with the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors, U. S. Army Engineers, Washington, D. C. 








July 12—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Statler—Commissioner Lee, Examiners 
Mattingly and Corcoran: 


27746—State of Alabama et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al. 


July 12—Chicago, IIl.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
28014—Montgomery Ward & Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. et al. 


en N. Y.—Hotel Jamestown—Jt. Bd. 67 and Examiner 
yers: 


MC 79537—Application of L. E. Maus & Son, Jamestown, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 

MC 73640, Sub. 1—Application of Brown & McCooey, Inc., Randolph, 
N. Y., for certificate to extend operations. 


MC 73640—Application of Brown & McCooey, Inc., Randolph, N. Y., 
for certificate or permit. 


July 12—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Examiner Croft: 
1. & S. M-369—Richards Trucking and Warehouse Co. 


July 12—McCook, Neb.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 56: 


MC 21502—Application of Resler Truck Line, Denver, Colo., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 


July 12—Nashville, Tenn.—State Com.—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 83857, Sub. 1—Application of Homer A. Jones, Trezevant, Tenn., 
for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88720—Application of Bill Priddy, Lexington, Tenn., for permit. 


July 12—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Joint Board 81: 
MC 85078—W. R. Babcock, dba W. R. Babcock Truck Line. 
MC 54411—Application of James Bruce Sturgill, Longview, Wash., 
for certificate or permit. 
MC 73567—Application of Columbia Basin Transportation Co., Port- 
land, Ore., for certificate. 


July 12—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bds. 164, 32 and 77: 
MC 19198, Subs. 3 and 4—Application of Interurban Transportation 
Co., Inc., Alexandria, La., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 29957, Sub. 9—Application of Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, 
Inc., Shreveport, La., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 1510, Sub. 8—Application of Greyhound Lines, Fort Worth, Tex., 
for certificate to extend operations. 
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July 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Worthington: 
1. & S. 4486—Fertilizers between official and southern territories. 
Fourth Section Application 17155—Fertilizers between official and 
southern territories—Filed by J. G. Kerr. 
Fourth Section Application 17207—Fertilizers from East St. Louls. 
July 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kirby: 
* Finance 11681—New York, Susquehanna & Western reorganization. 


July 13—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Joint Boards 190 and 20: 
MC 78245—Application of B. E. McElroy Co., Worcester, Mass., for 
certificate or permit. 


MC 94182 and Sub. 1—Application of F. Wilbur Jewell, Exeter, N. 
H., for certificate and to extend operations. 


July 13—Chicago, I!l.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Later: 
1. & S. M-368—Paints, lacquers, varnishes—St. Louis to Chicago. 
July 13—Chicago, !!!1.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Snider: 


Forth section application 17333—Iron and steel articles to St. Paul, 
Minneapolis and Duluth, Minn. 
July 13—Eau Claire, Wis.—U. S. Court Room—Examiner Hendon: 


MC-F 604—Howard Moland et al., purchase, Barker Transportation 
Co. 


July 13—Jamestown, N. Y.—Hotel Jamestown—Examiner Tyers: 
MC 5365—Application of Arthur E. Johnson, Jamestown, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 88041—Application of Frank Frazita, Fredonia, N. Y., for cer- 
tificate. 
July 13—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Joint Boards 78 and 30: 
MC 141, Sub. 1—Application of Devere and Wallace, Inc., Los Angeles, 
Calif., for certificate to extend operations. 
July 13—Nashville, Tenn.—State Com.—Joint Board 156: 
MC 50252—Application of Festus Futrell, Murray, Ky., for permit. 
July 13—Pocatello, ida.—U. S. Court Rooms—Jt. Bd. 49 and Examiner 
Olentine: 
MC 88461—Application of Aberdeen Valley Stages, Pocatello, Ida., 
for certificate. 
MC 88536—Application of Shirley Palmer Trucks, Preston, Ida., for 
permit. 
July 13—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bds. 6, 81, and 45: 
MC 573—Moe Gollock. 
MC 89086 and Sub. 1—Application of Mogul Petroleum & Transporta- 
tion Co., Portland, Ore., for certificate and to extend operations. 
July 13—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27782—St. Joseph Grain Exchange and Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs. A. V. I. et al. 
July 14—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Joint Board 18: 
MC 50668, Sub. 1—Application of Superior Transportation Co., Hyde 
Park, Mass., for permit to extend operations. 
MC 88404—Application of Wilson Bros., Malden, Mass., for permit. 


MC 93620—Application of Sterling Transportation Co., Sterling, Mass., 
for permit. 


July 14—Chicago, I!l.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Cunningham: 


MC 42905—Application of Hornbeck Brothers, Tama, Ia., for cer- 
tificate or permit. 


July 14—Jamestown, N. Y.—Hotel Jamestown—Examiner Tyers: 
MC 39398—Application of John H. Perkins, Jamestown, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 


MC 88419—Application of Falls Laboratories, Inc., Olean, N. Y., for 
permit. 


July 14—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Johnson: 


Fourth section application 17202—Class rates to and from points in 
Kansas and Missouri. 


July 14—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Joint Board 78: 
MC 88773—Application of Northern Transportation & Supply Co., 
Los Angeles, Calif., for certificate. 


July 14—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Commissioner Aitchison: 
1. & S. 4495—Potatoes and onions to W. T. L. and southwest. 


July 14—Nashville, Tenn.—State Com.—Examiner Bradford: 


MC 86050—Application of Hixon Transfer Co., Mayfield, Ky., for 
certificate. 


July 14—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Joint Board 45: 

MC 5105, Sub. 1—Application of Wayne E. Spoor, Grass Valley, Ore., 
for certificate to extend operation. 

MC 53732, Sub. 1—Application of Herman F. Kuhnhausen, Glenwood, 
Wash., for certificate. 

MC 88888—Application of Charles Sheldon, La Center, Wash., for 
certificate. 

July 14—Shreveport, La.—Chamber of Commerce—Examiner Myers: 

MC 1414—Herrin Transfer and Warehouse Co., Inc. 

July 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 

Fourth Section Application 17033—Vegetables from Florida to points 
in official territory. 

July 14—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

Ex Parte 72, Sub. 1—In the matter of regulations concerning the 
class of employes and subordinate officials that are included within 
the term ‘‘employe’’ under the railway labor act. 

Electric railway docket 3—Cincinnati & Lake Erie Railroad Co. 

Air mail docket 28—Air mail rates for route No. 6. 

July 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kirby: 
* Finance 9918—Missouri Pacific reorganization. 


July 14—Wausau, Wis.—Hotel Wausau—Joint Board 141: 


MC-F 599—Pope Brothers Red Top Cab Co., purchase, Central Freight 
Lines, Inc. 
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SWIFT 
EFFICIENT 
SAFE 
ECONOMICAL 


WORDS THAT MOST APTLY DESCRIBE 
THE UNEXCELLED SERVICE 
OFFERED YOUR SHIPMENTS 
AT 


PORT HOUSTON 


Let us offer our aid in the solving 
of your shipping problems. 


J. RUSSELL WAIT 
DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 





Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 
OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 
SAILINGS: 
From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 
Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
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July 15—Boise, Ida.—Ida. Public Utilities Comm.—Joint Board 6: 
MC 7031, Sub. 1—Application of Grundy M. Brown, Huston, Ida., for 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88607—Application of Chucks Interstate Transfer, Weiser, Ida., 
for certificate. 
MC 88683—Application of Vaughn Brothers, Payette, Ida., for cer- 
tificate. 


July 15—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Joint Board 18: 

MC 45605, Sub. 1—Application of Lewis S. Miller, Sterling Junction, 
Mass., for certificate to extend operations. 

MC 86975—Application of R. & R. Transportation Co., Dorchester, 
Mass., for permit. 

MC 88119—Application of Horan Transport, Stoughton, Mass., for 
certificate. 

MC 88741—Application of Green’s Storage Warehouse, Fall River, 
Mass., for permit. 


July 15—Chicago, I!1.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 4483—Salt, Louisiana to north Atlantic ports. 


July 15—Jamestown, N. Y.—Hotel Jamestown—Examiner Tyers: 
MC 34036—Application of James Ralph Clancy, Salamanca, N. Y., 
for certificate or permit. 
MC 5148—Application of James Ralph Clancy, Salamanca, N. Y., for 
certificate or permit. 


July 15—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Weaver: 
1. & S. 4471—Transit on cotton at New Orleans, La. 


July 15—Portiand, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Joint Board 45: 
MC 60435, Sub. 1—Application of Michael Transfer, Ilwaco, Wash., 
for certificate. 
MC 77283, Sub. 1—Application of Glen E. Park, Bingen, Wash., for 
certificate to extend operations. 
July 15—Texarkana, Tex.—McCartney Hotel—Joint Boards 152 and 215: 
MC 25—Application of Donham Freight Line, Texarkana, Ark., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 858 and Sub. 1—Application of P. C. Motor Freight Lines, Fort 
Smith, Ark., for certificate or permit and to extend operations. 


July 15—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
1. & S. 4461—Cotton loading and unloading in the southwest. 


July 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cheseldine: 
Fourth section application 17380—Woodpulp, Plymouth, N. C., to 
Three Rivers, Mich. 


July 16—Boise, Ida.—Ida. Public Utilities Comm.—Joint Board 6: 

MC 88691—Application of Oliver N. Stegall, Payette, Ida., for permit. 
July 16—Chicago, II!.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Snider: 

27996—M. Crelinsten & Sons, Ltd., et al. vs. Alton et al. 


July 16—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Later: 
1. & S. M-374—Mid-West Motor Freight Co., Inc., rates over. 


July 16—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court Rooms—Examiner Rice: 
Fourth section application 17239 and 17248—Petroleum products from 
Montana—Filed by Northern Pacific and Great Northern. 
* 27679—Independent Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 


July 16—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Examiner Croft: 
MC 2348—Application of Stucki and Wittwer Trucking Co., Santa 
Clara, Utah, for certificate or permit. 


July 16—Los Angeles, Calif.—Calif. R. R. Comm.—Joint Board 75: 
MC 9317—Application of Arthur P. Crim, Jr., Redlands, Calif., for 
certificate or permit. 
MC 38084—Application of Nipping Transfer, Huntington Park, Calif., 
for certificate or permit. 


July 16—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Weaver: 
Fourth section application 17365—Phosphates from Anniston, Ala., 
to Chaison, Tex. 


July 16—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Joint Board 45: 
MC 88744—Application of Ralph Marshal Hamm, Lyle, Wash., for 
certificate. 


July 18—Boise, Ida.—Ida. Public Utilities Comm.—Joint Board 6: 
MC 59160, Sub. 1—Application of George Grifall, Mountain View, Calif., 
for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88829—Application of John R. Easter, Caldwell, Ida., for cer- 


July 18—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Joint Board 134: 
MC 7674—Application of Leonard Bonome, Quincy, Mass., for cer- 
tificate. 
MC 21272, Sub. 1—Application of R. E. Guerin Trucking Co., Inc., 
Worcester, Mass., for permit to extend operations. 
MC 88615—Application of Charles C. Spatola, Boston, Mass., for permit. 


July 18—Chicago, I!1.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Snider: . 
1. & S. 4490—Mahogany lumber between United States points. 
July 18—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Morrison—Examiner Carter: 
27862—Swift and Co. et al. vs. Alton et al. 
July 18—Frankfort, Ky.—Dept. of Motor Transp.—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 30669, Sub. 1—Application of Pinson’s Transfer Co., Pikeville, 
Ky., for certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88476—Application of John L. Ballard, Moving, Covington, Ky., 
for certificate. 
MC 94060, Sub. 1—Application of Edwin Nichols Yeary, Winchester, 
Ky., for certificate to extend operations. 


July 18—Little Rock, Ark.—State Com.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 35733, Sub. 1—Application of J. T. L. Co., Inc., Springdale, Ark., 
for permit to extend operations. 
Mc 59015—Application of Washington Transfer and Storage, Fayette- 
ville, Ark., for certificate or permit. 
MC 67271—Application of Gathright Van and Transit Co., Pine Bluff, 
Ark., for certificate or permit. 


July 18—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 37170—John S. Turner. 





) 
} 
; 











July 9, 1938 








Latest Revisions 
@ BILLS OF LADING 
@ SHIPMENT, TONNAGE and 
FREIGHT BILL RECORD FORMS 
@ CAR and CLAIM RECORDS 
1.0.0. FORMS 


Use Horder's 
SHIPPING DEPARTMENT SUPPLIES 
Experienced Advisory Staff at Your Service 


HORDER’S, INC. 


Stationery and Office Supplies 
Main Office, 231 S. Jefferson St., Chicago 
All Telephones: Franklin 6760 











for Dependable 


WAREHOUSING 
e CHICAGO 

e KANSAS CITY 
e LOS ANGELES 


use the unsurpassed facilities of 


OI XOTO) eS 


TERMINAL WAREHOUSES, nc 


New York Office—271 Madison Ave. 
Chicago—433 W. Harrison St. 
Kansas City—1104 Union Ave. 


associated with 


OVERLAND TERMINAL WAREHOUSE CO. 


1807 E. Olympic Blvd., Los Angeles 


for additional detailed information see 
TRAFFIC WORLD WAREHOUSE GUIDE LISTINGS 
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VACATION “+4 


Sights and Scenes in 


CALIFORNIA - COLORADO 


—will delight you with their memories until your 
next vacation —and longer. 


YOSEMITE - YELLOWSTONE + ROCKY 
MOUNTAIN - CARLSBAD CAVERNS 


The big four of western National Parks in one 
circle trip via the de luxe Golden State Limited or 
the Economy-Luxury Californian Chicago to Cali- 
fornia— Rocky Mountain Limited to Colorado—all 
air-conditioned. Low Summer fares. 


Ask About Economy All-Expense Tours to 
Old Mexico, California and North Pacific 
Coast. Also to Colorado and Yellowstone. 


Fast Through Freight Service 
Ship via the Route of the Rockets 


Many trains carrying carload and less than car- 
load shipments to and from the West, North- 
Rock west and Southwest. Free Pick-up and Delivery 
SE of less than carload freight. Merchandise cars 
between all important points. 







SHIP AND TRAVEL VIA 


Te me ee 


OTARRETT-[ EHIGH 
BUILDING 





Outstanding as its dominance over New York’s West Side 
midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING offers the 
manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 


eLehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


eTruck elevators to all floors, affording street floor facilities 
throughout 


e@Floor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller units may 
be leased 


eHigh safety standards—low insurance rates 
e@Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
e@Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop 


INVESTIG ATE — learn ar satisfied, nationally-known occupants are 


oing at the 


Starrett-Lehigh Building 


West 26th—West 27th Sts.—11th to 13th Avenues 


D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street 
Telephone: CHickering 4-5520 
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between 


NEW YORK, 


NEW ORLEANS, 
BOSTON AND 


ST. JOHN, N. B. 


and 


CUBA, JAMAICA, PANAMA, COLOMBIA, COSTA 
RICA, GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, BRITISH 
HONDURAS, NICARAGUA, EL SALVADOR 


also 


WEST COAST PORTS of CENTRAL and SOUTH AMERICA 
and MEXICO (transshipment at CRISTOBAL) 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 


Pier 3, North River New Orleans 321 St. Charles St. 
iit W. ae St. St. John, N. B H. E. Kane & Co. 
Fourth Street London, Eng...Caribbean S.S. Agency 

Long Wharf Adelaide House, King William Street 
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July 18—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 89263—Application of Personal Service Tours of At Your Service, 
Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa., for certificate. 
* MC 86694—S. A. Sherwood, contract carrier application. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC 30600, Sub. No. 1, assigned for July 7 at Denver, 
Colo., before Joint Board 214, was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 80534 and MC 80534, Sub. No. 1, assigned for July 
8, at Portland, Ore., was canceled. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-354, assigned for July 5, at Portland, Ore., 
was canceled. 

Hearing in 27670, assigned for July 6, at Keokuk, Ia., was can- 
celed and reassigned for July 12, at the U. S. Court Rooms, Keokuk, 
Ia., before Examiner Rice. 

Hearing in valuation docket 1218, assigned for July 6, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., was canceled and reassigned for July 25, at Washing- 
ton, D. C., before Examiner Pattison. 

Hearing in MC 29957, Sub. 8, assigned for July 9, at Memphis, 
Tenn., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 59894, Sub. 1, assigned for July 9, at Tucson, 
Ariz., was canceled. 


here Will You Be “7.0.07 
W ere i ou e from now? 
Still in your present work? At the same old salary? You hope 
not. By 1939 or 1944 you hope to be far ahead. But there’s a 
surer way than “hoping”—the way of expert training in Traffic 
Management, which helps you get the greater ability bigger 
jobs and better salaries always require. Make surer of what 
you want by the spare-time training that has enabled hundreds 
to reach bigger pay in Transportation. Our 64-page FREE 
book gives you the entire story. No obligation. Write for it— 
as your first step toward a future full of larger opportunities! 


Also regular weekly passenger service and ““Guest Cruises“’ 
to the West Indies and Caribbean. 





Address Dept. 795-T 


LASALLE EXTENSION, CHICAGO, ILL. 


PROFESSIONAL SERVICES DIRECTORY 


Attorneys at Law — I.C.C. Practitioners — Commercial Traffic Managers — Traffic Bureaus 


Attorneys at Law and Interstate Commerce Commission Practitioners 


Alphabetical Index 


(Listings are Arranged Geographically) 


Thomas E. Grady 
August W. Heckman 
John Andrew Ronan 
Henry J. Saunders 
William M. Snyder 


Jersey City, N. J. 
Chicago, Ill. 
Washington, D. C. 
Jackson, Miss. 


—- --@-—-— 


This Directory has been designed to provide 
shippers and carriers with a central source of 
information on practicing attorneys at law 
and I. C. C. practitioners equipped to handle 
cases before state commissions and the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. It is 
published in the second issue of each month. 


——— WASHINGTON, D. C.———} 


HARRY C. AMES 
Successor to Keene & Ames 
Attorney at Law 
Formerly Attorney and Examiner, I. C. C. 
Transportation Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
H. D. DRISCOLL 


Commerce Counsel and Attorney 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 
Oklahoma City Office, Terminal Bldg. 

Tulsa, Okla., 1503 E. 27th St. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
HENRY J. SAUNDERS 


Conatiee Engineer, Statistical 
and Accounting Analyst 
Studies of Operating Costs and Traffic 


644 Transportation Bldg. Washington, D. C 


MIAMI, FLORIDA 
THOMAS E. GRADY 


I. C. C. Practitioner and Statistician 
Surveys and Anal : Rail, Water and Motor Trans. 
Electric, Gas and Wat . Public Utilities. 
Biscayne Bldg. Miami, Florida 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
JOHN ANDREW RONAN 


Lawyer and Commerce Attorney 
All Transportation Matters and es 
elephone Randolph 0844 


11 S. La Salle St. Chicago, III. 


MAKE IT HANDY 


for your business friends to find 
your professional card when they 
want to get in touch with you 
or refer someone to you. Print 
your card in the Guide. 


JACKSON, MISS.———— 
WILLIAM M. SNYDER 


Commerce Counsel and Attorney 
Member—Am. Bar Assn., Assn. Practitioners. 
General Counsel—Southern Motor Carriers Assn. 
Deposit Guaranty Bldg., Jackson, Miss. 


JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
AUGUST W. HECKMAN 


Counsellor-at-Law 
Motor Carrier Act Practice 


591 Summit Ave. Jersey City, N. J. 


Need Any of These 


Services ? 


Representation before state and federal 
commissions, and the Supreme Court; 
surveys and analyses of transportation and 
distribution methods; rate and classification 
adjustments; tariff compilation; valuation 
of transportation agencies; import and 
export matters; freight auditing; statistical 
and accounting studies. 


Years of experience in these and related 
problems are at your service through the 
professional men whose cards are listed in 


this Guide. 
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The Traffic World 


Lets lear the Tracks 


eh oe 
SRO r i 
See Ne 
Sees 


Mc people know that 


the American Rail- 
roads today are giving the 
finest railroad service in the 
world. 


There are in this country 
now 781 passenger runs, 
totaling 46,242 miles, made 
at 60 miles per hour or over, 
with an unparalleled safety 
record. 


Freight moves faster than ever before. Car short- 
ages have become almost unknown. Freight 
schedules are the most dependable in history. 


Yet the railroads today are confronted with a 
serious problem. What’s the reason? 


Is it “high rates”? Most emphatically not. The 
average revenue for hauling a ton of freight a 
mile has been less than a cent for the past six 
years—the lowest rates in the world for compar- 
able service. And average revenues per passen- 
ger mile in 1937 were the lowest in history. 


Is it ““watered stock” ? No—the amount of rail- 
road stocks and bonds outstanding is less by bil- 
lions of dollars than the investment in railroad 
property; and is less, in relation to investment, 
than it was thirty years ago, when railroads were 
at the peak of their prosperity. 


Is it an increasing burden of debt? No — the 
total debt, in relation to investment, is also far 
less than it was thirty years ago. 


Is it an increasing burden of interest charges? No 
— in relation to what they collect for their ser- 
vices, interest on bonded indebted- 
ness is less than it was three decades 


ago, when the railroads were making money. 


All right, then, what is the difficulty? 


Simply this: like any individual, the railroads 
must keep expenses lower than income. But when 
their income is down — as it is now because of 
general business conditions — the railroads can- 


not trim sail in the way an individual or other 
businesses do. 


They cannot shut down like a factory —because 
they are delivering a service vital to America. 


They cannot adjust their rates or “prices” except 
by permission of public regulatory authorities. 


They cannot adjust rates of pay and hours of 
work — the major element of their expense — 


except under the provisions of the Railway 
Labor Act. 


Their earnings are limited, their expenses in- 
creased by local, state and federal laws—ranging 
from reduced rates on government traffic, in re- 
turn for land grants to railroads whose pioneer- 
ing opened up a wilderness, to the cost of 
rebuilding bridges when streams are “improved” 
to assist competing transportation. 


So the net of the “problem” is this — the rail- 
roads are trying to do business under a half- 
century accumulation of laws, rulings and regula- 
tions which limit earnings and increase costs. 


What they most need is a chance to go ahead 
under regulation and legislation modernized 
to meet conditions today, applied fairly and 
equally to all forms of 

transportation. 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 





yy : ut H) FOR DAIRY PRODUCTS 


FROM THE WEST, YOU CAN BET ON THAT! 


They travel in style on the fast, ocean- 
type, M.A.T. ships—with mechanically 
controlled refrigeration to insure their 
reaching Buffalo, and pre-cooled cars, 
in perfect condition. It’s de luxe 
transportation | 


A Great Idea for Dairy Shippers! 


Minnesota- Atlantic Transit Company 

not only takes full responsibility for 

Butter, Eggs, Poultry, Frozen Cream, 

Lard, Cheese—or any other kind of produce, for that matter—but it gets the stuff to 
its destination at a real saving in freight charges! 


And, these days when competition's mighty keen, and everybody's looking for ways 
to SAVE WITH SAFETY, the M.A.T. Lake and Rail Route offers a solution that many 
of the big names in American Commerce and Industry are already using to advantage. 
Until the close of navigation M.A.T. freighters will leave Duluth, Detroit and Buffalo— 
on schedules already planned for the entire season. 


Our tip to all Traffic Men, everywhere, is FIND OUT ABOUT M.A.T. Lake and Rail 
RIGHT NOW, while the summer’s still ahead 
of you! Inquire of our nearest representative 
for rates and sailing schedules. If you are not 
already using Lake and Rail service, ask for a 
list of nationally-known shippers using M.A.T. 
to advantage for the movement of their prod- 
ucts, which will convince you of their confi- 


dence in M.A.T. service. 


MINNESOTA. ATLANTIC TRANSIT CO. 


NEW YORK PHILADELPHIA BUFFALO 08 FP 28'8 28 FF 9. 88) DETROIT Is ie OO 
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